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nations, and it belongs to every officer of the army, 
from a general down to a corporal. I went at 
jarge into the question, in the remarks which I had 
the honor to make to-day. The course taken in 
Mexico has been fully justified by the practice of 
war in all ages. Whether the contribution be in | 
cash or in kind, the principle is the same. One | 
word as to the line which the honorable Senator 
has laid down. I have presented the objections to 
iwhich, to my judgment, are decisive, and I need 
not repeat them. No public opinion in the world 


yermit such a thing as the establi o1 
could per o ablishment of | General Taylor to the Rio Grande, was but intended to sus- 
| trin it. 


a line behind which an operating army must retire. 
If you are at war with an enemy, you cannot stop | 
upon a given fine, But Texas pursued the enemy; | 
and whenever you follow the enemy beyond the | 
ine, the project is abandoned. 


question, How can I justify the army in perform. | 
ing any act not authorized expressly by law? I take 
the ground, that the army may do under the Presi- 
dent, as commander-in-chief, anything that prop- 
erly belongs to him in that character. Now, the | 
exient is not defined; it is governed by the exigen- | 
ciesof war. I believe I use the very terms employed | 
in the elementary works upon this subject. But | 
these acts must relate to war, and not to legislate | 
for a conquered country. Now, if you mean that | 
an army in Operation can seize provisions of every 
description, means of transportation, and so on, I | 
never denied it; but if you mean to say, that after | 
the country is conquered, the commander-in-chief 
may levy either taxes or contributions, I deny the 
doctrine altogether. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. Jounson] has expressed his con- 
viction of the certainty of an immediate peace, and 
on that he based his argument in presenting his 
motion to recommit the bill, with instructions. 
I have just received a letter from Mexico, which 
certainly does not encourage me in the prospect of 
peace. This letter states that the road from Vera 
Cruz to Mexico is infested by guerilleros, and that 
aparty for Orizaba had been attacked by them, and | 
been compelled to return to Vera Cruz. Though 
reported that the Mexicans had been dispersed, yet 
the American party left their dead on the field, and 
all their property fell into the hands of the gueril- 
leros. Those reports which we have had of Santa 
Anna asking his passports, and leaving the coun- 
iry,are all pretext. Instead of leaving the country, 
itis said that he is now recruiting his forces, and | 
looks to future operations. Perhaps he is raising 
nothing more than an escort—but peace is not his | 
object. I beg to say to the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, that that party in Mexico to which 
he alludes, as being neither unfriendly nor inimical 
tous, is the party on which Santa Anna is falling 
back for support in his hostile movements—the 

arty of Puros, which’ invited him to return to 
Mexico, as the enemy of monarchical government, 
in order to overthrow Paredes. 

I cannot, for myself, approve of any such policy | 
as that spoken of by the Senator from South Car- 
olina, nor can T at all conceive why he should re- 
gard the raising this additional force in the light of 
mere braggadocio. We propose to raise it for the 
moral effect which it may produce on Mexico. We 
may with great propriety pass this bill in order to 
give Mexico to understand that if she do not give 
"8 peace willingly, we will coerce a peace. But 
that gallant army which has performed so many | 
glorious deeds is rapidly wastingaway. The af 
‘ow fever has appeared in Vera Cruz, and our 
‘roops are dying in the interior of other diseases. 
‘he volunteers are becoming daily more and more 
dissatisfied with the service; and, in my opinion, 
the Spirit of the contract under which they entered 
the service justifies their discharge as soon asactive 

ostilities cease. They entered for the war, but 
they believed that on the cessation of active hostil- 
les they would be discharged. Already the ques- | 
tion is mooted whether, if there can be war without | 
a declaration of war, there may not be peace with- | 
Out a treaty. 

But the inmate Senator from South Carolina 
not only directs his attention to the present meas- | 
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ure, which he reprobates as mere braggadocio, 
but this goes back to an old subject—the removal 
of the army to the banks of the Rio Grande. He 
says: 


«The whole affair is in our own hands. Whether the 


| treaty fails or not, we still have the complete control, if we 


act with wisdom and firmness, and avoid, whatT detest above 


| all things, a system of menace or bravado, in the manage- 


ment of our negotiation. [ hada hoped that that system had 
been abandoned forever. It nearly involved us ina war 
with England about Oregon. It was only prevented by the 
wisdom and firmness of this body. It was resorted toin our 
negotiations with Mexico, and the march of the army under 


Unfortunately, the circumstances prevented the 
Senate from interposing as in the case of Oregon, and this 
war was the consequence.” 


Now the President has clearly the rizht to move 


| the army of the United States into any portion of 
Mr. CALHOUN. But the Senator puts the || , y p 


its territory. 

Mr. CALHOUN (in his seat.) Certainly not 
into disputed territory. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator says that the Presi- 
dent has not the right to move the army into any 
disputed territory. When we annexed Texas, we left 
this boundary question open for negotiation. The 
Administration sought assiduously to settle the 
question by negotiation. What, then, is the argu- 
ment of the Senator? When the opposite party 
refuse to settle the question by negotiation, are we 
to be estopped? Are we to allow the enemy to 
wrest from us the dominion which we claim as ours 
of right? Ifso, what is this but a broad invitation 
to every land to dispute the boundary with us? 
But I would ask the honorable Senator, how comes 
it, that even before the annexation of Texas, the 
navv of the United States was ordered to the Gulf 
of Mexico for the protection of Texas? 

Mr. CALHOUN. The answer is obvious. The 


| Gulf of Mexico is the common property of all na- 


tions. It is not disputed. But though we had a 
right to lay off Vera Cruz, we had not the right to 
enter the harbor of Vera Cruz. 

Mr. DAVIS. Was it not the gentleman’s own 
order to make a naval demonstration against Vera 
Cruz. 7 

Mr. CALHOUN. Thave no knowledge of such 
an order. Will the Senator permit me to notice 
another point? He indicated that the President 
had a right to march the army into any disputed 


territory. Am I right? 
Mr. DAVIS. I do not consider it disputed ter- 
ritory. 


Mr. CALHOUN. He says, he does not con- 
sider disputed territory, in what he differs from 
the resolutions annexing Texas, for they expressly 
admit the country to the east of the Del Norte, 
to a certain extent, at least, to be disputed terri- 
tory, by providing that the boundary between 

exasand Mexico, shall be settled by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Now, as Texas never 
claimed any country beyond the Dei Norte, it re- 
sults necessarily, that the point to be settled was, 
whether the boundary of Texas extended to that 
river or not, admitting, of course, that country 
lying east to some extent, was disputed territory. 
Now, I ask, how is a question of disputed territory 
to be settled? There can be but two modes. By 
negotiation or war. As far as it relates to the former, 
the President, with the Senate, represent exclu- 
sively the United States; but when negotiation fails 
to settle adisputed boundary, nothing is more clear, 
that if it becomes necessary to resort to war to es- 
tablish the boundary, in that case, the power passes 


out of the hands of the President into that of Con- | 


gress, which, under the Constitution, exclusively 
possesses the war-making power, and that it be- 
longs, in that case, exclusively to Congress, to 
determine where the boundary is, and, if it thinks 
proper, to authorize the President to establish it by 
force. The great mistake of the Senator, and those 
who think with him, is to look exclusively to the 
question between Mexico and the United States, 
and to overlook entirely the question between the 
departments of our own Government. As be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, there can be 
no doubt, that when negotiation failed, the United 
States had the right to establish by force the bound- 
ary for themselves. But the question is, through 


‘| Congress was in session. 


what department? Through the President, or 
through Congress? The very statement of this 
question is sufficient to decide it to all who have 
the least knowledge of our Constitution. The error 
of the Senator consists In supposing, that when the 
President failed to negotiate with Mexico in refer- 
ence to the boundary, his failure gave him the right 
to determine on his own authority, without con- 
sulting Congress, which was the boundary, and 
to occupy by force the dispute d territory, when in 
fact the failure of the negotiation *xhausted his 
power, and left him no means of acting but by 
submitting the question to Congress for its deet- 
sion. It is really wonderful to thease who have 
been in this body for any considerable length of 
time, that there should be any question on these 
points 
It may be proper to add, that the power of the 
President and the Senate is so rigidly restricted to 
negotiating and making treaties, that, although they 
may make, they have no authority to set aside a 
treaty when it is violated by the opposite party. 
That power belongs not even to the Judiciary, but 
to Congress; of which there is a remarkable in- 
| stance in reference to the treaty made between 
France and the United States, during the war of 
the Revolution, That treaty was so outrageously 
violated by France during her revolutionary strug- 
gle, that it became necessary on our part to dis- 
avow any further obligation under it; and that was 
made by a joint resolution of Congress, declaring 
it to be null and void. This precedent has never 
been questioned. It shows that the power was re- 
stricted within the limits | have assigned. 
Assuming these views to be correct, I put the 
question to the Senator, how could the President, 
on his own authority, order General Taylor to oc- 
eupy a territory which the resolutions of Congress 
and the act of Texas acceding to them admitted 
to be disputed territory between her and Mexico, 
and that, too, without consulting or even advising 
Congress of the order, although Congress was at 
the time in session? TI hold that the President 
' had no more right to order the army to march 
into the disputed territory than he had to order it 
to march into Mexico. I might appeal to the 
whole history of our country, 10 reference to this 
| point, for the truth of this position. ‘There are 
many cases that bear upon it. Among others, i 
might cite those which occurred under the Admin- 
istration of General Washington. It is known to 
all the least conversant with our history, that 
| Great Britain, after the treaty of peace, held on not 
only to Detroit, which was near the frontier, and 
i then in the woods, but to Fort Stanwix, now 
Rome, in the very heart of the State of New York, 
from 1783 to 1794, without any attempt on the 
| part of General Washington to disturb her posses- 
sion. He never dreamt of attacking either with- 
out authority of Congress; and if he had, there 
| was no one at that day that would not have con- 
| sidered it asa flagrant violation of the Constitu- 
tion. To this I may add, we had a questwn of 
‘disputed boundary in Maine, arising out of the 
same treaty, which remained open under all Ad- 
ministrations down to a very late period, that of 
Mr. Tyler’s Administration; yet there was not 
any atiempt whatever on the partof the many 
Presidents, in the long intervening period, to assert 
| by force the right of the United States to the dis- 
| puted territory. I never heard the principle laid 
down anterior to this war with Mexico, that the 
President, on his own authority, had the right to 
march the army into a disputed territory. 
Mr. WESTCOTT. I beg to remind the Stna- 
| tor that Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison seized 
upon the country west of the Mississippi. 
| Mr.CALHOUN. Oh! that was a trifling case. 
| You could cover the whole country with a blan- 
| ket! 
| Mr. DAVIS. I repeat, that I cannot perceive 
| on what grounds the Senator will justify the order 
| sending the navy to the Gulf of Mexico, whilst we 


‘| were negotiating the annexation of Texas, and yet 





| deny that after annexation was completed 


Mr. CALHOUN. They were issued when 
If any attack had been 
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necessary, application would have been made to 
Congress for authority. 
Mr. DAVIS. ‘The whole case is matter of 
record; and we know as well as the actors init, 
that our navy did stand off and on the coast, look- 
ing into Mexican harbors, to keep our Government 
advised of any hostile movements, and be prepared 
to act, if necessary, for the protection of Texas. 
For the like purpose, a large portion of our army 
was concentrated upon the border, and put in 
correspondence with the President of Texas. The 
Senator from South Carolina, then Secretary of 
State, communicated to the Texan Government 
this disposition of our land and naval forces, and 
announced it to be the purpose of the President, as 
a duty under the then existing circumstances, to 
use all his constitutional power to protect Texas 
from foreign invasion. 
grant the protection thus offered, consisted in ask- 
ing for authority by an act of Congress, it was a 
promise likely to be filled with hope deferred. In 
view of the delays which would probably have 
attended the passage of such an act, what jusufi- 
cation can there be for so early a movement of the 
army and navy to the immediate proximity of an- 
ticipated operations. Does the Senator deny the 
power of the President to order the army into any 
mart of the United States ? 
Mr. CALHOUN. He has no right to order it 
into disputed territory. 
Mr. DAVIS. What! shall a foreign Power 
dispute our territorial limits—refuse to settle the 
boundary by negotiation—seize, by force, territory 
rightfully ours, and our Executive stand powerless 
by and see the enemy gain the advantage of occu- 
pying all the commanding positions of the coun- 
try. This would be an alluring invitation to every 
coterminous Power to select their opportunity and 
dispute our boundary. At another time, during 
the recess of Congress, according to the Senator’s 
general position, the territory thus disputed could 
be seized with entire safety. Upon the question 
of the northeastern boundary, to which the Sena- 
tor alluded, my recollections are different from his. 
I think by both the Committee on Military Affairs 
and by the Committee on Foreign Relations re- 
ports were made at the time, recognizing the power 
of the Executive to use the military force of the 
country—to call out the militia—to protect the ter- 
ritory claimed by Maine from hostile invasion, or 
an attempt by military force to exercise exclusive 
jurisdiction within the disputed territory. But I 
was about to say, when I yielded to the honorable 
Senator, that after Texas became a part of the 
American Union, and we failed by negotiation to 
adjust the boundary with Mexico, the question 
became closed against us, and the United States 
had no other mode by which to determine the ter- 
ritory of ‘Texas, than by reference to her limits, as 
defined before annexation to the United States; all 
which having been asserted and maintained, we 
were bound to insist on and defend from forcible 
seizure. By annexation, Texas lost the power to 
negotiate or to carry on the war; and coextensive 
with this surrender were the obligations imposed 
upon the United States. The President did what 
every man of patriotic impulses will say he should 
have done—-atiord to Texas that protection which a 
State had the right to demand; and in ordering the 
army to the Rio Grande, he did no more than 


might have been done in the case of the northeast- | 


ern boundary, when that was an open question, 
But the Senator has laid down the position that 
this was done to intimidate Mexico. Not so. Our 
army was encamped at Corpus Christi, which had 
been made a port of entry. Was that, then, in 
the disputed territory? Where was the disputed 
territory? Mexico claimed up to the Sabine. She 
has continued to assert that claim; and any inter- 


mediate line between the Sabine and the Rio | 


Grande, is of our suggestion, and not of Mexican 
oriMn. When, at a recent period, Santa Anna 
returned to Mexico, he promised to restore the 
severed territory of Texas, and to gather laurels on 
the banks of the Sabine, and lay them at the feet of 
the Supreme Government. A right to the whole 
of Texas, a determination to restore it to Mexico 

has, by her soldiers and her statesmen, been uni- 
formly asserted—adhered to with the pertinacity 
characteristic of the Spanish race. The whole of 
Texas, then, was included in this disputed terri- 
tory, and if the President had no right to march 
the army to the Rio Grande, he had no right to 
order it across the Sabine. Mexico claimed the 


If the whole power to | 


| might wring from the citizens. 


a 


whole of Texas. In the controversy on the part 


of Mexico the question was not whether the Nue- |, 
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ces or the Rio Grande was the boundary, but | 


whether Texas was a part of the United States or 


not. Upon the part of the United States that ques- | 


tion was closed, forever closed. Before her army 
was ordered into the territory of Texas, nothing 


was open but the adjustment of boundary. This | 


was sought by negotiation with Mexico, and our 
advances were insultingly repelled. That the 


| force. 


boundary of revolutionary Texas was the Rio | 


Grande—at least the lower part of that river—has 
been too often and too conclusively demonstrated 
to require more than a passing notice. 


|, and people in charge. 


Without | 


adverting to the mass of evidence which has been | 


presented here on other occasions, I will refer only || 
After the battle || 


to that on which I mainly rely. 
of San Jacinto, and when Santa Anna was a pris- 


oner in the hands of the Texans, General Filisola, | 


commanding the Mexican army, wrote to his Gov- || 


ernment, communicating the fact of President Santa 
Anna’s capture, and giving the saddest account of 
the condition of the troops under his command. 
The President ad interim replied, and gave the 
General authority to do whatever should be neces- 
sary to procure the release of the captive President, 
re to save his troops and munitions of war. 
These results were obtained by treaty. General 
Filisola was one of the parties to that treaty, and 
the consideration given to Texas for the vast ben- 
efits thus secured was the recognition of the Rio 
Grande as a boundary, and the immediate with- 
drawal of all Mexican troops beyond it. It is true 
this treaty was never formally ratified by Mexico, 
but having obtained the full benefit of all its stipu- 
lations, I submit whether the moral obligation was 
not complete henceforth and forever to recognize 
the Rio Grande as the true boundary. That is the 
only argument on which I have ever found it ne- 
cessary to rest this point. 

Not being a lawyer, I will not attempt to discuss 
a legal question with the eminent jurist on the 
other side of the Chamber, [Mr. Wesster,] but 
cannot forbear from expressing my surprise at the 
view which he, in connection with the distin- 


guished Senator on this side of the Chamber, [Mr. || 


Catnoun,] takes of the legitimate rights of our 
army when invading a foreign country. They 
would restrain our army from the moment it en- 


ters a hostile country, so as to prevent it from || 
availing itself of any of the public funds—they | 


would restrict it to such contributions as they 
Now, one of the 
evidences of the advancement of civilization in the 


| conduct of war has been seen in that very pro- 


cedure on the part of an army which these distin- 
guished Senators condemn. Instead of wringing 
from poverty, from the agricultural citizen, the 
means of maintenance, our army have seized only 


| upon the public resources of the country, and have 
| thus illustrated the intelligence, the chivalry, and 


humanity of the American people. 

The Senators contend that legislation is neces- 
sary to appropriate the pablic revenues of Mexico 
to the maintenance of our army, whilst they admit 
the right to seize private property for its use. Sir, 
I had thought our war was waged against the gen- 
eral government of Mexico, and that our policy was 
as fur as possible to relieve the peaceful aes 
from the ordinary sufferings of war. Sir, I am at 
a loss to conceive how we could properly legislate 


_ upon a country which had not been conquered— 


for a people in open war against us—or how the 
laws, if enacted, could be properly executed under 
such cireumstances. The foreign government must 
have been displaced by our arms, before there was 
space for our legislative and judicial departments 
to flow in; and the roar of those arms must have 
been hushed, before the voice of the lawgiver could 
be heard. The Constitution of the United States 
makes provision for the organization and mainte- 


1 March 17, 


power of the Executive department flows in T 
power belongs not to the President mev: ly. ha a 
the Executive department; and, without’ ae 
from the President, every officer in the army could 
exercise it. The right is conferred by way a 
the only difference between the action of our arm , 
, and that of any other, has consisted in this. |,” 

ours has demanded less, and taken nothiye | 
It has not committed pillage. The vo. 
ernment opposed to us has been deprived of power. 
and the resources by which it was sustained y..,.’ 
_ rally flowed to the any which took the country 
n laying duties—in eol!e.7. 
ing taxes, they have collected but a portion of 1), 
revenue which would have flowed to the Mexies,, 
Government if it had not been displaced by ou, 
arms. Both could not exist together. Such js th. 


Orders 


» that 


| plain, common sense view of the matter. Tj, 
legal view I must leave to others. The honora\jie 
Senator from South Carolina fears that if the P 


res}. 


|| dent exercise this power, immense abuses may 








nance of our army and navy, and for calling out | 


the militia by legislative enactments. It makes the 


| President the commander-in-chief of the army and 


navy, and the militia, when called into service. 
Congress declared that war existed. It passed 
laws for raising men and money. The President, 
as commander-in-chief, assumed the command of 


from Michigan, from that moment all the rights 
which appertain to a state of war, attached to the 
army. The exercise of legislative rights only fol- 
lows when Congress takes possession of a con- 
quered country. Up to that point nothing but the 


| the army; and, as has been stated by the Senator | 


follow—that armies may be raised, and treaties 
may be made with other countries; and that, }\p 
| says, would be in violation of the Constitution of 
the United States. The Constitution of the Unir, d 
States is a temple, gradually extending itself, and 
covering acre after acre, State after State, spanning 
rivers and mountains, but not yet gone to foreign 
lands. It is still limited to the United States. [; 
| cannot be violated in Mexico. It does not extend 
| to Mexico, and God forbid it ever should! [tis 
the Constitution of our own Union and our owy 
preps and none but territory annexed to our 

nion can claim to be under that Constitution, I? 
the President has violated the Constitution, in the 
progress of this war, you must prove that he has 
failed to comply with the law which declared the 
war and authorized him to prosecute it, giving him 
men and money for that purpose. Until that be 
shown, the President cannot have violated any 
provision of the Constitution in Mexico. 

But the main purpose for which I rose, sir, was 
to speak of the effect of the passage of this bil! in 
Mexico. We had information froma Special agent 
| sent to Mexico in 1844 that he had commenced pre- 
liminaries, and had the prospect of a settlement by 
negotiation, of all the difficulties then pending. On 
the fourth day after the negotiation had been open- 
ed, two celebrated letters published in that year 
/reached Mexico. One dated at Raleigh, and the 

other at Lindenwold. On the arrival of these let- 
| ters, forwarded, it is said by the Mexican minister 
_at Washington City, the negotiation was imme- 
| diately suspended. Again, Mexico probably in- 
tended to enter into a negotiation for the settlement 
of the questions then in dispute, when Mr. Black 
| received intimation, in the terms so often referred 
to here, of a willingness on the part of Mexico to 
| receive a commissioner; though I think that there 
has been altogether a misunderstanding of the lan- 
| guage in which the note was written. Comunission- 
ado was the term employed, meaning one commis- 
| sioned, empowered to settle the question in dispute. 
| Now, they may have meant no other questions 
| than those growing out of the annexation of Texas; 
but, as the Senator from Michigan remarked, they 
sought refuge in the subterfuge of the distiction 
between the terms “ minister’? and ‘‘ commission- 
| er,”’and thus evaded the obligation of the contract 
into which they had voluntarily entered. And 
why? Because, at that time a controversy had 
| arisen with regard to the boundary in Oregon. 
| The Mexicans then cherished the hope that there 
would be war between this country and England, 
and that, with the latter as. an ally, they would be 
| able to regain Texas. The old hope was thus re- 
| vived. They refused to enter into negotiations. 
And now, if they have their hopes revived again 
| with the prospect of a refusal here to supply men 
| and money to prosecute the war, they will again 
“reject negotiations in the expectation that a new 
administration may come into power in the United 
| States more favorable to them. If we change the 
| policy which we have heretofore pursued, there can 

. no doubt they will refuse to ratify the treaty. 





In our intercourse with Mexico, if we have erred, 
it has been in undue consideration and misplaced 
| leniency. For a long term sab sc we have borne 


national insult, and left unredressed the personal 
outrages eand pecuniary injuries done to our cill- 
zens by Mexico. We have passed unnoticed the 
offences repeatedly offered in their official corre- 

spondence; it was ihe strong rendered patient, with 
| the captiousness of the weak, by the consciousnes# 
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f his ability to punish. This course, so long ob- || long and unbroken succession of victories has | 
0 ihe < 
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cerved by our Government, has surely not been | satiated the public appetite for military triumph. 
jenarted from by the present Administration. There may be a surfeit, for more has been offered 
” | cannot conceive, sir, how the President could — than needed for a feast. An over anxiety for im- 
exhibited greater forbearance towards Mex- | mediate peace is the natural result; with this [ | 
vo, He sent out a minister to treat with her on | sympathize; beyond this I am not prepared to be- | 
‘ye first intimation of any desire on her part to | lieve the popular feeling of the country extends. | 
enter into a negotllation for the purpose of restoring We have cause to be proud of the record this 
amicable relations. Acting in the forbearing and || war will leave behind it—a monument more lasting | 
ciendly spirit of the power, who had taken that than brass. We, the actors of to-day, must soon 
~fynt republic by the hand when it first essayed || crumble to dust; the institutions we now maintain, 
4) walk, we studiously avoided collision. Collis- and hope will be perpetual, may pass away; the | 
on, however, from the causes to which I have Republic may sink in the ocean of time, and the | 
sijuded, became at last inevitable. Yet itisgravely tide of human events roll unbroken over its grave; 
asserted, that the President had determined to ex- but the events of this war will live in the history | 
wend the territory of the United States to the Rio = of our country and our race, affording, in all ages | 
Grande, “‘ peaceably if he could, forcibly if he | to come, proof of the high: state of civilization | 
must; most certainly not to extend the territory | amongst the people who conducted it—proof of the | 
of the United States, but to settle the question of | intelligence which pervaded the rank and file who | 
boundary; and had we been the aggressive party, | fought its battles—proof of the resources of such | 
zs it has been alleged—had we been reckless of the | a Government as ours, wholly unembarrassed in || 
jelings, rights, and interests of Mexico, we cer- the midstof war, conquering one nation and feeding 
sinly never should have incorporated a provision | another! Where, sir, are the evidences of evil | 
in the terms of annexation, securing to us the right | brought upon us by this * odious” war? Where | 
of settling the limits of ‘Texas—that was done to | can you point to any inroad upon our prosperity, | 
suard against the possibility of a collision with || public or private, industrial, commercial, or finan- 
Mexico; we did not adopt the extreme claims of | cial, which can be, in any degree, attributed to the 
Texas, but reserved to ourselves the right to settle prosecution of this war? All that is yet to be 
the question of boundary. Nothing could have | shown, and [ confidently await the issue. 
heen done more indicative of the friendly spirit | Mr. WESTCOTT then addressed the Senate in 
which we entertained towards Mexico. favor of the bill, on the ground that, in his judg- 
At this late hour, I certainly shall not attempt to | ment, there was not a reasonable expectation of a 
enlarge; but I must take occasion to say, that Ido | treaty of peace. [This speech will be given in the 
yot think that Mexico is about to cede any terri- | Appendix. 
cory to the United States; I think that we are Mr. BUTLER. As I perceive that the Senate | 
about to retrocede territory to Mexico. I hold | is determined to refuse to modify the bill—for they | 
that in a just war we conquered a larger portion of | have already decided, by quite a large majority, | 
Mexico, and that to it we have a title which has | that these troops shall be raised—I have nothing 
been regarded as valid ever since man existed in a further to say in regard to that matter, beyand this | 
social condition—the title of conquest. It seems | one remark: I wish the Senate distinetly to under- 
to me that the question now is, how much we shall | stand, that if this bill pass the other House, it will 
keep, how much we shail give up, and that Mex- || not be passed as a bill for organizing ien regiments, 
ico cedes nothing. with the complement of officers which belongs to 
Mr. WEBSTER was understood to inquire if | such a force. The simple proposition that I made | 
that view was in accordance with the terms of the | was, to add thirty men to each company, or three 
paper? |, hundred to each regiment, of the present army. | 
Mr. DAVIS. I have seen papers in English | It has not been the pleasure of the Senate to adopt 
and Spanish, and [ think in none was the term | my amendment to recommit the bill; and I ask the 
cedeemployed. As a moralist I would not under- | Senate to take notice, that that will be the form in 
take to defend the seizure of country from the in- | which the troops will be raised. The action of the 
habitants, but the question was settled long before | Senate itself will have the effect of influencing the | 
the oldest member of the Senate entered it. These House to ingraft such an amendment. 
very Mexican people settled it when they conquer- Mr. CLAYTON. I desire the attention of the 
edthe ancient Aztecs. If they had the right to | Senate for a short time, although, but for the re- | 
take the territory from that people, who did not | marks of the honorable Senator from Michigan, I 
cultivate it, the argument is equally good against | should hardly have thought it necessary to trouble 
them now. ‘They produce little to that which the | the Senate any further. But before I proceed to | 
country is capable of yielding; and year by year |, reply to that Senator, I must be allowed to say, 
the amount is steadily decreasing. The country is that I was forcibly struck by the remarks of the 
going to waste, villages are depopulated, fields | honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] 
ouce highly productive in all that nature in her | with regard to the conduct of Mexico since this 
bounty yielded to the industry of man, now lie | armistice was proclaimed. It is shown that there 
uncultivated, and marked only by the remains of | is an armistice existing, which is to last at least 
the irrigatory ditches by which they were formerly | two months, in order to afford time for negotia- 
watered. The exuberant wealth of Mexico once | tions. In this state of the case, the Senator from 
flowed out to sustain the American colonies of | Mississippi says that he has received a letter from 
Spain—the governments of Louisiana and Florida || a friend, whom he fully accredits, in Mexico, sta- 
received contributions from her. Turn, now, and || ting the fact which we have seen announced in the 
contemplate the change which the difference of || public prints—that the country between Mexico 
government has wrought, and tell me whether all and Vera Cruz is filled with guerrilleros, and that, 
the arguments of utilitarianism and of humanity || though the armistice has been proclaimed, the war 
may not now be more successfully applied to the | still rages. Sir, this fact is a pregnant one. It 
Mexican than by them against the Aztec popula- | proves to us—what I have stated before—that that 
7. | Government has not the power to enforce obe- 
lhe Senator says this war is “odious.”? Odious! || dience to its will. No one doubts that they who 
( dious for what? On account of the skill and gal- || have negotiated have acted in good faith, and that 
iantry with which it has been conducted? Or is it || they are desirous of restraining these guerrilleros, 
because of the humanity, the morality, the mag- || and that, so far as they have the power, they will do 
hanimous clemency which has marked its execu- | so; but it is impossible for them to restrain them: 
ton? QOdious! Why, in any newspaper which I | and what is the inference? Why, that whether the 
take up, I find notices of large assemblages of the || treaty is ratified or not, when your army returns, 
people gathered together to do honor to the remains || your peace will not be a secure one. It seems to 
of some dead soldier brought back from Mexico; | me that these facts show us irresistibly that the 
oraround the festive board to greet the return of | conclusion of the honorable Senator from South 
‘ome gallant member of the army The conduct- | Carolina is the correct one, that the only mode of 
ors of the press, without distinction of arty, ex- | obtaining a permanent peace is to withdraw to a 
press the highest approbation of the conduct of the || line and defend it. We can defend it as well with- 
army. Where is the odium? What portion of | out a treaty as with it. If there is no government 
Cur population is infected with it? From what | in Mexico which can compel these guerrilleros to 
cause does it arise? It cannot be on account of | obey, what are we to do? Would it not have been 
‘he origin of the war, the extraordinary unanimity | far better if we had taken the advice of the honor- 
with which it was declared by both Houses of | able Senator long ago? We may be compelled to 
ongress, the eagerness with which our citizens | do so yet. In that case, there is no doubt we have 
Pressed to the service, forbid that conclusion. A | troops enough already in Mexico for the defence 


have 
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of the line, though perhaps hot enough for “ over- 
running the whole country, capturing every town 
and province, and keeping the government in per- 
petual motion.’’ It is evident, from the report of 
the Adjutant General, that we have troops enough 
there to keep this line, which seems to be our in- 
evitable destiny in the end, if the information of 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi be correct. 
Now, a word to the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, In the course of my remarks some time 
ago, to which the honorable Senator has replied to- 
day, I did say, that I thought he put himself in 
the position of the champion of the Administration, 
but I did not use the term in an offensive sense. 
He has this day proved himself the champion, the 
very Ajax Telemon, of his party. The honorable 
Senator, in the opening speech on this bill, intima- 
ted to us that the whole course of the Government, 
in the conduct of this war, was impregnable; that 
if it were attacked, the assault could be easily met 
and as easily repelled. [noticed this remark of the 
honorable Senator at the time, and to avoid all mis- 
take, I quoted from his speech verbatim et literatim, 
in his hearing. I drew the inference, and so said 
that the champion of the Administration had 
thrown his gauntlet at our feet, that he had defied 
us to show a single instance in which the conduct 
of the Administration was not impregnable. Sir, 
I, as one of the humblest of the Senators defied, 
dared to take the gauntlet up, and proceeded to 
direct his attention to a set of facts, calling for his 
defence. I referred to the conduct of Santa Anna, 
as the murderer of our people at Goliad and the 
Alamo. This, 1 think, was of itself enough to 
satisfy Mr. Polk, and every one of the character of 
that man. I then proceeded to ask the Senator 
from Michigan, why the President, on the day on 
which this war commenced, admitted this same 
Santa Anna into Mexico by special order, with all 
his sins upon his head—the consequence of which 
admission has been, that we have been compelled 
to fight thousands and tens of thousands of Mexi- 
cans, who never would have rallied under any other 
leader. And now, as the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi said to-night, this same Santa Anna, 
instead of leaving Mexico, is rallying his bands, 
not only of guerrilleros, but of regular forces, for 
another attack upon us. And if this information 
be correct, there 13 no reason on our part to believe, 
so long as he remains in Mexico, there will be _ 
permanent peace. Who, then, is to blame for all 
this? The Administration: the President. And I 
called the Senator from Michigan to defend them 
from this charge, if their conduct was impregnable, 
and so easily defended. Well, what has he done? 
Why, he tells me to-day, in a speech which he 
made, closing the debate upon this bill, that [ have © 
done him wrong in calling him the champion of 
the Administration; and instead of exonerating the 
President from this charge, the champion is totally 
silent on the subject. We have heard some dozen 
speeches on that side of the Chamber in defence of 
the Executive, and though we are told that the 
eonduct of the Administration is impregnable and 
easily defended, not one of the gentlemen who have 
spoken has condescended to notice the matter at 
all. The Senator from Michigan says he is not 
the champion. Now, I appeal to the Senate if he 
did not, in effect, blow a trumpet to invite an an- 
tagonist into the field, and when I met him there, 
if he did not lay down his arms and beata retreat. 
Again: I charged upon the Administration that 
they caused the troops to be withdrawn from Gen- 
eral Taylor, whilst on the eve of the battle of Buena 
Vista, and when Santa Anna stood in his front, 
with twenty thousand of the best troops of Mex- 
ico, leaving him barely about a quarter of the num- 
ber opposed to him. I also adverted to the failure 
to supply General Scott with se while et Pueb- 
la, though he repeatedly entreated troops and mu- 
nitions of war; so that, finally, that great captain 
was obliged to enter the city of Mexico with less 
than six thousand men. rue, he, like General 
Taylor, was successful, on all occasions, against 
fearful odds; yet I arraigned the conduct of the Ad- 
ministration for exposing both these generals to the 
embarrassments with which they were obliged to 
contend by reason of these acts, whilst a contrary 
course would have saved the lives of thousands of 
our people. But to all this there has been no reply. 
There was another subject on which the honor- 
able Senator did me the honor to offer a reply to 
some remarks of mine. I had said, in the course 
of the debate, that the President has, in his ennual 
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message, distinctly announced a new position; that 
he had attempted to negotiate, and had stated his 
ultumatum, which had been refused; and that noth- 
ing remained but to conquer Mexico. All know 
that I was the advocate of supplies to the army. | 
voted them on all occasions; but when the Presi- 
dent took up this position, and avowed that his 
object was conquest, I said I would go no further, 
and I stated some cases to justify myself in this 
determination. Amongst other things, | put the 
case of a man who had money due him, who met 
his debtor on the highway, and demande d of him, 
presenting at the same time a pistol to his breast, 
that he should surrender to him a deed of his farm, 
though it was worth far more than the debt. This 
I designated by the term which anybody would 
apply to the transaction. ‘The honorable Senator 
does net deny the analogy or the justice of the 
view which L took in reference to private individ- 
uals. I know that he would be the last man who 
would undertake to justify such an attempt to de- 
spoil his neiwhbor, 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to say that lunderstood the Senator from Mich- 
ivan as denying the analogy. 

Mr. CLAYVON, The Senator from Michigan 
is present. He can answer for himself. 

Mr. CASS, I did say, the honorable Senator 
will recollect, that | considered the analogy to be 
false. 1 use the term logically, and notin its ethical 
sense. said analogies were dangerous things. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, ‘‘ analogies are dan- 
gerous things.’’ Let us see now how the matter 
stands, and wherein this analogy is false. The 
President said that he was constrained to give up 
the idea of negotiating, and that more forces must 
be: ent, in order to compel them to sign a treaty 
ceding to us New Mexico and California. The 
Mexicans owed us money for certain claims held 
by our citizens, the amount of which was admitted 
to be vastly below the value of the territory de- 
manded. Here, then, is the case of a nation de- 
manding a cession of territory which is worth 
much more than the debt due to that nation, and 
demanding it at the mouth of the cannon—* co- 
ercing’’ acquiescence, to use the language of the 
President. Now what is the reply of the Senator 
from Michigan? The only answer is, that nations 
are not like individuals; that there is no reasoning 
by analogy from the case which I have put of the 
individual, to that of a nation. Why not? The 
honorable Senator says, because an individual is 
answerable to a tribunal or an umpire, and that a 
nation is not. Let us look a little into this matter. 
The private individual does not commit highway 
robbery because, forsooth, there is a court which 
will punish him, whilsta nation is responsible to 
no human tribunal—to no umpire, and therefore 
the analogy, as the honorable Senator says, 1s 
‘* fulse.’? Now, is this true? Is it true, that states- 
men, legislating for a nation, are answerable to no 
tribunal? I thought there was such a thing as the 
law of nations—a code recognized by all the civil- 
ized world, by which the conduct of nations is 
governed—I thought that statesmen legislating for 
a nation were as much bound by rules of mo- 
rality—were as much bound to observe integrity 
of conduct in acting for the nation as in acting in- 
dividually. 1 thought that honor was worth as 
much to a nation as land or money, and as I would 
not despoil my neighbor of his property, so | would 
not place my country in a position to be accused 
ofa similar act. But the honorable Senator, who 
would scorn to do this in his private capacity, jus- 
tifies itas the act of a nation! Is there no such 
thing to govern us as conscience, when acting as 
public men? How will the honorable Senator 
satisfy his own heart when it charges him with co- 
operaung with others in an act which will produce 
the result of lowering the character of a nation? If 
that heart should hereafter reproach him with in- 
justice, and swell with remorse, he may follow the 


advice of the fool to Lear, **Crytoit, nunele, as | 


the cockney did ‘to the eels, when she put them i?’ 
the paste alive; she rapp’d ‘em o’ the coxcombs 
witha stick, and ery’d, ‘down, wantons, down!’ ” 
He may stifle his conscience in that way, if he 
can. 

Mr. President, I have felt warmly on this sub- 
ject, because the honor of my country is as dear 
to me as my own individual honor. [| would do 
nothing that was calculated to tarnish it; on the 
contrary, | would do everything to sustain that 


high character for integrity and morality which 


| person of showing the failure. This he has not 


| duced to subjection. 


was sustained so nobly by the fathers of the repub- || 


lic. Ll regard that as of more value than would be | 
all the wealth of the mines of Golconda, and all | 
the military glory which could be gained for cen- | 
turies to come. : ; 

There are many other points to which I would | 
be glad to advert, but the lateness of the hour ad- |) 
monishes me that | should no longer trespass upon | 
the patience of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. I really was not aware, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the honorable Senator from Delaware 
considered any remarks from me upon the subject 
of Santa Anna’s return, as a matter of the least 
importance. The President himself, in his mes- 
sage, had placed that question, I thought, upon 
impregnable grounds. If had not done so, the 
Senator from Delaware was as capable as any other 


done. I will observe, however, sir, for the conso- 
lation of the honorable Senator, and of all who 
have made the return of Santa Anna a peculiar 
cause of grief, that he has proved himself the best 
Mexican general for us that could possibly have 
been selected; and that if he had been nominated 
to the Senate, and we had foreseen the result, he 
would have been confirmed unanimously. He has 
been defeated in every battle he fought, lost every 
place he attempted to hold, and is now a wanderer, 
without power or influence, having seen his coun- 
ry overrun, its armies dispersed, its government 
a fugitive, and a large portion of its population re- 

do not believe that another 
Mexican general could have been found who would 
have lost more battles, abandoned more positions, 
or fled with more ignominies. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 only wish to say, in reply 
to the gentleman, that Santa Anna has proved him- 
self beyond all doubt to be the best general for 
them that the Mexicans could have had. The fact 
that he was defeated by such men as Taylor and 
Scott, is no proof that he was not the best of the 
Mexican generals. Sir, who else could have ral- 
lied the thousands of Mexicans who marched un- 
der his banner? Who, since he has disappeared 
from the theatre of action in Mexico, has been 
able to rally a single regiment? No man. And 
now, when we hear to-night for the first time, that 
troops are again about to be raised, we find Santa 
Anna is the man who is marshalling them for bat- 
tle. Sir, if he had not been admitted into Mexico 
no one can doubt or deny that we could have 
marched to the capital without the sacrifice of 
thousands of lives which we have been compelled 
to undergo. If he had not been admitted into 
Mexico, the battle of Buena Vista would not have 
been fought; and no other man could have raised 
the army which met us at Cerro Gordo, at Molino 
del Rey, at Chapultepec, and at the gates of Mex- 
ico itself. Sir, upon the head of the President of 
the United States falls justly the blame of this act. 
We have heard much of aiding and abetting the 
Mexicans, of moral treason, and of giving aid and 
comfort to the enemy; but if a private individual 
had done that which the President acknowledges 
he has done in a public capacity, how would he 
have been called to answer it? 

Mr. FOOTE. May laska question? Does the 
honorable Senator mean to say that the President 
intended to give aid and comfort to the enemy? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Notatall. I say that hav- 
ing done this act, he has, as Talleyrand would have 
said, been ** guilty of a blunder that is greater than 
a crime.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I dislike to detain the Senate 
at this late hour; but since the-Senator from Dela- 
ware has reopened the whole debate, by his grave 
charges, | will say a few words in reply. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I spoke at the earliest mo- 
ment I could get the floor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have no doubt of it; and I, 
too, speak at the earliest moment | can get an op- 
portunity; and | am resolved that thisdebate shall 
not be terminated without a refutation of the grave 
charges which the Senator from Delaware has pre- 
ferred against the Administration. I ask in what 
sense the admission of Santa Anna was improper? 
Was not every Mexican then out of Mexico ad- 
mitted into that country, if he desired to return? 
You had a blockade against the admission ef mu- 
nitions of war and merchandise, but had you any 
blockade against individuals? Every Mexican, 
Frenchman, Spaniard, and citizen of every other 
nation upon earth, was permitted to enter that 
country. Will the Senator take the position, that 
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whilst every other individual belonging 
Mexican nation was permitted to reénter Mey ; 

Santa Anna should not have been permitted? | 
rather agree with the Senator from Mississippi bs 
relation to this matter, that we should Jet a. 
have the men they wanted to command alee. 
mies—any general they chose to select—tha; oa 
might fight their best men. TI much prefer th» 
we can say we defeated their best genera} in every 


to the 


| field, and that they cannot now say, had Santa 


Anna been there, we could not have done it. 
: But, sir, there is another reason why I fully 
Justify that act. I believe that it was not a bly.. 
der, but one of the wisest and most politic meas. 
ures that has been adopted by the Administration 
in the prosecution of this war I know that the 
| time has not come for the development of all the 
| facts, but enough has been disclosed to conyines 
_me of the policy of that act. We all know thar 
Paredes was then at the head of the Mexican Goy. 
| ernment, and that he obtained that position in eon. 
| sequence of an avowed hostility to the Unite) 
States; that he represented the monarchical party 
-and that his success would have been the success 
| of monarchical principles. They had thrust Her. 
|rera out for no other reason than that he desired 
| to make peace with us. We know, also, from the 
| best information, that Paredes was at the head of 
/an army raised by himself—an army which he 
_was able to pay every week, or every day, if ne- 
| cessary, in British gold, when at the same time he 
_ himself was known to be a bankrupt without q 
| dollar. We know, upon the authority of British 
newspapers, that it was announced that the admis. 
| sion of Santa Anna and the expulsion of Paredes 
was the estoppel of a great movement in Mexico, 
| We ail recollect the tirade of abuse poured out in 
| the Times and the Journal des Debats, of London 
| and Paris, against Santa Anna, for preventing the 
| consummation of this movement. What was this 
/movement? It was, as I have said, got up for the 
| purpose of establishing a monarchy in Mexico, 
| Whether Santa Anna was there or not, there was 
to be war. If Paredes had continued at the head 
| of affairs, you would have been engaged in a war 
backed by Europe; if Santa Anna was elevated to 
the chief authority, you would have a war under 
the direction of a man who could look for no sym- 
pathy beyond the limits of Mexico. There was 
the difference. The time will come when the veil 
| will be removed, and it will then be seen that the 
admission of Santa Anna was one of the wisest 
movements in the whole conduct of the war. 

A word in relation to another charge brought 
against the Administration, which is, the with- 
drawing the forces from General Taylor, just be- 
fore the battle of Buena Vista. Does the Senator 
expect that that charge will go forth to the world, 
with our silent acquiescence? Does he not know 
that the Administration did not withdraw a man 
from General Taylor—that the troops were with- 
drawn by General Scott himself, of his own volition, 
without any directions from the Administration? 
The Administration had no more to do with that 
measure than I had, if I am correctly informed. 
My recollection is distinct that General Scott had 
discretionary power, and that this was his act, and 
not the act of the Administration. Whenever any 
credit is to be claimed, the honorable Senator 's 
ready enough to claim the credit for the generals 
caleaia in Mexico; but wherever blame is to be 
attached, he is as ready to throw it upon the Ad- 
ministration. ; 

Again, sir,as to the charge of not supplying Gen- 
eral Scott with sufficient force. This is the first 
time that I have heard such a complaint. I know 
of one fact in regard to that campaign, in whicli, 
however, I ground no complant—and it is this: 
General Scott discharged several thousand volun- 
teers at Jalapa, long before their time of service 
expired, and then proceeded to Perote and Puebla, 
with the remainder of his troops. 1 know that he 
sent home two regiments from my own State, 
months before their term of service expired; and 
I now find it certainly very difficult to comprehend 
how it is that General Scott would have sent back 
these troops, who had distinguished themselves !" 
the field, if he was in need of them, and could not 
have got along without them. ? 

Now, a word or two upon this question of rob- 
bery. The honorable Senator from Delaware 
perseveres in his attempt to fix upon the supporters 
of this war his old charge of robbery, and repeats 
the parallel he has drawn before between this and 
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the case of highway robbery. This charge, let 
« recollect, is urged by a Senator who has voted 
yn the war from the beginning. He has voted for 
ai war measure, [ believe, but he says he turned 
= inst it as soon as he found it was a war of con- 
ye Pray, how did he make that discovery? 


( est. A s ’ + = 
Tid he find it in the President s message? If so, 
i» had better examine the message again. The 


President informed us in his message of last ses- 
n, that he had taken possession of California 
Stony 


ve made for the establishment of civil government 
those conquered provinces. He had better refer 
veain to the message asking for the appropriation 
of three millions of dollars. 


| PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
adjournment. 

Vr . ° 
_ The question was then taken, with the follow- 
ing result: Ayes 22, noes 26. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, then submitted 
the following motion: To recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, with instructions to 
amend it by inserting at the end thereof the fol- 


) || lowing: 
1 New Mexico; and recommended that provision | 


Why did the Presi- | 


‘ont ask for that appropriation? He referred you | 


«the case of the acquisition of Louisiana, in which |) ed, and were taken, with the following result: 


money Was required to be paid in advance, and also 


the case of the purchase of Florida; and after | 
eferring to these cases, illustrative of the grounds | 


oon which he recommended the appropriation, || 


be asked for three millions of dollars. Now, 
wos not the demand of the Executive a clear 
notice of the intention of the Administration to 
receive territory as a consequence of the prose- 


-ytion of this war? and not only to receive ter- | 


ritory, but to receive sufficient for indemnity, | 


as well for the claims due to our citizens, as for 
all the expenses of the war? These facts were 
nefore us at the last session. 
knew them; and the war bills were voted for, at 
the Jast session, with a full knowledge of these 
facts, Still we are told, that because it 1s proposed 
te receive territory as indemnity, therefore it is a 
war of aggression. I repeat, that it has been well 
known—it has been proclaimed in both Houses 
from the beginning—that the war was to bring 


territory as compensation or indemnity. I under- |, 


take to say, that [ do not believe there is a Senator 
on this foor, nor a human being within the sound 
of my voice, who did not know the fact that it was 
intended, from the time the war commenced, that 
ierritory was to be acquired. And yet, though we 
all knew this—though the President told us so— 
though he asked for money to pay the first instal- 
ment in compensation for the territory so acquired, 
yet the changes are still rung on the charge that it 
has recently become a war of ene 

The war was forced on us by Mexico. 
just on our part, aggressive on hers. 
avoid it, and to settle the difficulty by negotiation. 
Mexico made the attack; we repelled that attack, 
and carried the war into the enemy’s country, with 
a view of getting «* indemnity for the past” and, if 
you please, ** security for the future’’—security 
that they never would commence war upon us 
again, 

“Mr.CLAYTON. Did you get that security in 
the treaty ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. When the gentleman will 
show me a treaty of peace, I will examine it, and 
tell him whether we have that security. But lam 
unable to comprehend upon what ground he af- 
firms the immorality of this war. Such a charge, 


coming from a gentleman who has supported it | 


from the beginning—who voted for it, who did not 

vote for it ignorantly, who knew at the time the 

war was declared that the Mexicans had attacked 
adetachment of our army—is. to say the least of 

il, very aingular. The war was voted with a full 

knowledge of these facts. I have looked, sir, into 
the debate—indeed, I was present at the time that 
vole was given—and I was not able to find a man 
who doubted the propriety of that declaration, 
provided that the attack upon our troops was an 
authorized one. The Democratic Senators were 
asked to pause, in order to see whether the attack 
had been authorized by the Mexican Government. 

And it was at that time that the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina drew his memorable and 
novel distinction between hostilities and a state of 
war. The objection to the preamble was, that it 
was doubtful whether war existed. Still we are 
told that Senators have now found out, for the first 
lime, that it isa war of conquest ! 

Mr. BAGBY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Severat Senators. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAGBY. I will withdraw the motion pro- 
vided this debate ceases; but I cannot consent to 
*xpose my health, night after night, by sitting un- 
der the influence of this gas, listening to a debate 
which has been already exhausted. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘I came here this morning 
determined to sit out the discussion. 


It was || 
We tried to |) 


Every Senator | 





* Provided, however, That the President shall not be an- 

| thorized to nominate or appoint any officer, or to do any 
other actin the execution of this act, until it shall be sats- 
factorily ascertained that the pending negotiations with 
Mexico for securing a peace with that country by treaty 
have failed.” “en . 


On this motion the yeas and nays were demand- 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis ot 
Massachusetts, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Louist- 


ana, Mangum, helps, Underwood, Upham, and Webster 
—20. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bug- | 


by, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Davis of 


Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, | 


Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Masou, 
Moor, Niles, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—2s. 
The motion was therefore not. agreed to; and 
the question recurred on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. Had the ques- 
tion been taken upon this bill before any proceed- 
ings took place upon the treaty, I should have 
voted for it; and had the amendment which I had 
the honor to offer to-day been adopted, | should 
have voted for it; but | think that, after the occur- 
rences which have recently taken place, the matter 
is totally changed. A treaty has been agreed upon, 
and a commissioner has been sent to Mexico, and 
we have reason to believe that the treaty will be 
ratified. These forces, therefore, will never be 
called into the field. The amendment which | 
offered was intended to prevent the President from 
appointing these four or five hundred officers, and 
raising the troops until actually required to be 


‘| Mr. CASS. 


| called into the field, which may never be the case, | 


and thereby to save a useless expense of two or 
| three millions of dollars. Under the present cir- 


| cumstances, I cannot reconcile it with my sense of 


| duty to vote for this bill. 
1 have heretofore voted for all measures for the 


aflairs is now materially changed. 
have voted for the bill, however, if my amendment 
had prevailed, or if I could have had an assurance 
from the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that the President would not make these 
appointments until they were actually required. 
| We have every reason to suppose that the treaty 
_ will be raufied, and, besides, that the power now 
exists to fill up the old regiments. I much regret 
the situation in which | am placed, in regard to 
this bill, but not having the assurances to which I 
have alluded, I cannot give my vote for its passage. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lam very far from submitung 
to those who have made an arbitrary rule for de- 
ciding this matter without debate, and I now take 
| leave to ask of the chairman of the Committee on 
; Military Affairs, certain questions to which I ex- 
| pect to receive answers. 
| Mr. CASS. 
} 


| questions. 
Mr. BUTLER..- Well, if the Senator is not 
| able to answer the questions 
Mr. FOOTE. I hope the honorable Senator 
will ask me the questions that he proposes to ask. 
Mr. BUTLER. I intend to ask them. 
Mr. FOOTE. If the Senator from Michigan 





ator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I fear my friend will answer 
them too well. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, whether it is the inten- 


diately to appoint the officers? 
Mr. CASS. 
answer the question. I do not know. 
Mr. BUTLER. That is not a very definite an- 
swer? 


Mr. FOOTE. 
allow me to answer him, | will remind him that 


day, in anticipation of all such questions, declared 


war, they would. 


tion of the President, if this bill passes, imme- | 
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vigorous prosecution of the war, but the aspect of || 
I would still | 


I do not feel disposed to answer | 


does not, I will answer the questions for the Sen- |, 


I have not the least objection to | 


If the honorable Senator will || 


| Senator from Illinois. He has undertaken to defend 
the Senator from Ohio, on the day before yester- | 
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Mr. BUTLER. Iam not answered yet. The 
Senator from Michigan knows nothing on the sub- 
Jeet ; 

Mr. CASS. I will observe, that IT some time 
ago had a conversation with the President respect- 
ing the proposition to make this bill not absolute, 
but discretionary —allowing him to determine 
whether the force should be raised or not. He 
thought the suggestion a proper one. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe that the Senator has 
answered the inquiry ina kind spirit, although the 
answer does not altogether satisfy me of the pro- 
priety of passing this bill; Lam willing, however, 
to leave it with the House of Representatives to 
determine. Bat I must ask another question. Is 
it the intention of the President to appoint any 
general officers under this bill, as was done under 
the bill of last year? 

Mr. CASS. This bill does not provide for 
them. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not say they were ap- 
pointed under the provisions of that bill, but there 
were general oflicers appointed—two_ brigadier- 
generals and four major-generals. I only inquire 
the opinion of the Senator as a military man. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator is entirely welcome 
to my individual opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, as the organ of the Administration, 
whether it is the purpose to add other general offi- 
cers to those already appointed, for the purpose of 
fulfilling what we must suppose to be the demands 
of the service. 

I do not know; but it is my pri- 
| vate opinion, that additional general officers will 
not be wanted, 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe the honorable Senator 
has answered fairly. He says he does not know 
whether it be the intention of the President to ap- 
point these officers immediately or not. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator in- 
dulge mea moment? I have had no confidential 
communication on the subject, yet I feel authorized 
to state one fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is that? 

Mr. FOOTE. There wasa meeting of the mem- 
bers of this body who are favorable to the passage 
of this bill, and the understanding arrived at was 
that there was to be no appointments made, unless 
there was an actual necessity for the troops to be 
despatched to the field; aad} do hope that that 
meeting, caucus, or whatever it may be called, will 
unite in enforcing upon the President this determi- 
nation. 

Mr.BUTLER. These are assurances which in 
some measure relieve me from the apprehensions 
which I have entertained. 1 could have preferred, 
however, that the bill should have been recommit- 
ted, and a°clause embracing such a provision in- 
troduced as a proviso to the bill. A majority here, 
however, has declined to recommit the bill with a 
view to amend it, and we must therefore take it, 
| suppose, according to the provision it contains, 
and pass it, subject to the discretion of the Presi- 

' dent. There are contingencies under which I would 
put these troops at the meas of the President 
unhesitatingly, for even if it be determined to with- 
draw the army to a line of defence, I am strongly 
inclined to the opinion that the number of troops 
that we have in Mexico at present is not sufficient. 
It appeared to me to be acriminal disregard of 
human life, to send only about ten thousand men 
- under General Scott to invade an empire, with a 
population of eight millions. I thought it criminal, 
sir, a rash reliance upon the gallantry, skill, and 
patriotism of our citizen soldiers, which no govern- 
ment on earth had a right to expect from its peo- 
ple. Success, however, has vindicated the course 
of the Administration; success, I repeat, has vin- 
‘dicated the aet, and averted the force of that indig- 
nation which would, had the result been otherwise, 
have deservedly fallen upon the Administration. 
But whether that success depended on the wisdom 
of the measures which they devised, or upon the 
gallantry and intrepidity of the officers and men 
who performed the work, is a question which I 
| leave to others to determine. 


Mr. CLAYTON. A few words in reply to the 


the conduct of the President in admitting Santa 
Anna into Mexico: first, upon an allegation of his 


that, if there was a prospect of peace, the troops || own, that, at that time, it was customary to admit 
would not march, and if there was a prospect of | Mexicans into Mexico without an 


restriction. 


| Sir, this ig néw to me. I do not believe it. It is 
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impossible that, flagrante bello—after war was de- 
clared—there could have been a standing order for 
their admission. Does the gentleman mean that? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I mean only what I said. 1 
said nota word about orders; but I ask the gen- 
tleman to show me an order prohibiting the en- 
trance of Mexicans intfthat country even after the 
commencement of the war. What I said was, 
that there was a blockade against the introduction 
of munitions of war, merchandise, &c., but not 
against individuals; and I refer the gentleman to 
the fact that there was continual passing and re- 
passing between Cuba and Mexico. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, now, what answer is 
that?) Why was a pass given, if every one had a 
right to enter the country? And whoever heard 
before that, flagrante bello, any and every person 
might pass, Sir, the construction put upon the 
matter by the President was the right one; if it 
were necessary for Santa Anna to enter Mexico, it 
was necessary for the Secretary of the Navy to 
give him a pass. 

The gentleman will recollect the great noise that 
was made by our Government in consequence of 
Paredes being smuggled into Mexico in an Eng- 
lish vessel. 1 do not choose to dwell upon this. 
But the gentleman says (and it is the first time | 
ever heard 11) that the President did a most praise- 
worthy thing in passing Santa Anna into Mexico, 
because, at that time, Paredes was at the head of 
e monarchical party, and that the admission of 
Santa Anna was the means of displacing him. 
Why, what manner of reasoning is that? Did the 
President prefer to go to war with a republican 
party instead of a monarchical one? Do our re- 
publican tmstitutions teach us such doctrines as 
these? If Paredes was at the head of the monar- 
chical party, he was the very man for us to put 
down. With regard to the employment of British 
gold, | undertake to say, that if such had really 
been the case, and the fact had become known in 
this country, it would have had the effect of uni- 
ting the people as one man. ‘The President would 
have required no better circumstance than that a 
foreign government was sustaining the Mexicans 
to enable him to procure the instant and unreserved 
cooperation of every man in the country. 

But to come to the real merits of the case. Who 
ever heard before that Paredes would have been a 
more formidable antagonist than Santa Anna? Does 
any man suppose that forty such as Paredes could 
have rallied as great a force as Santa Anna? He 
could collect thousands where others would fail to 
collect hundreds. But I must advert briefly to one 
or two other points in reference to which the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois has spoken. I have complained 
that the troops under General Taylor’s command 
were withdrawn in the face of an enemy of four 
times their number, thus jeoparding his safety, and 
compelling him to fight against vastly superior 
numbers. I complained that that withdrawal was 
an act of the Administration. The gentleman tells 
me gn reply that the Administration is not censur- 
able for this, but that General Scott is alone an- 
swerable. And in proof of his position, the hon- 
orable Senator tells me that he has seen nothing in 
the public prints to justify the charge that the War 
Department or the Administration had done more 
than appoint General Scott general-in-chief over 
the army; giving him the general power to act in 
this matter as he pleased. Now, | imagine that if 
there was nothing more, if the Administration gave 
him this general power, the Administration is re- 
sponsible for his acts. The honorable Senator 
cannot sereen the Administration by any ingenu- 
ity of his from censure, if censure 1s to fall any- 
where, because General Scott, in pursuance of 
power expressly conferred upon him, ordered the 
withdrawal. But I think that the honorable Sen- 


ator will find, by reference to the documents, that | 


the facts are, that the Administration distinctly un- 
derstood, before General Scott went to Mexico, 
that he was to do this, and that it was indispensa- 
7 necessary to his success in that great campaign 
which he was to wage. Where was he to get an 
army sufficient for the purpose which he had to 
accomplish? How could he have avoided doing 
this? Is it supposed that he was to go without 
these troops; was this idea entertained by the Sec- 
retary of War? No; I make no such accusation. 
And does any man doubt that the whole plan of 
the campaign was settled here? Does any man 
doubt that before General Scott left this city it was 
perfectly understood that he was to receive from 
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General Taylor the forces with which he was to | 


capture Vera Cruz. I do not charge upon the Ad- 
ministration the absurdity of ordering Gen. Scott 
to take Vera Cruz without troops. 

The honorable Senator also condescends to reply 
to another part of my remarks. I have said that 
General Scott complained that he was left a long 
time without sufficient troops at Puebla. This the 
honorable Senator tells me cannot be so, because 
General Scott discharged a great number of volun- 
teers before their term of service expired; thus 
proving that he had sufficient force to enable him 
to take the city of Mexico without them. Now, 
I believe everybody knows the reason why he dis- 
charged these volunteers. They were men whose 
term of service had nearly expired, and it would 
have expired before they could possibly be made 
serviceable, and they had refused to reénlist. He 
informs the Government that he found it would be 
better, under such circumstances, to save the trouble 
and expense of feeding them any longer, by allow- 
ing them to go home; but, at that moment, their 


E. 


pass this and the volunteer bill, to send thirty 
sand men to Mexico, in addition to those alread 

there; and this large army is to be raised during 
an armistice with a country with which we hav. 
been treating, towards whom we have been hola. 
ing out an idea that we desire peace. What y, Hl 
be the effect of such a measure upon them ? What 
would be the effect upon any nation in Christen, 
dom, which, when negotiating with another nation 
should see that nation deliberately raising thiry 
thousand more troops? Would not such a raisin, 
of troops, pending an armistice, occasion the jm, 
mediate breaking up.of all negotiations? It would 
be looked upon as a deliberate insult; it would jp 
regarded as an attempt to accomplish that by bra. 


thou. 


'vado—by menace—which could not be obtained 


services and the services of many more were requi- | 


site, in order to carry on the war with success. 
Next, the Senator from Illinois tells me that I 
must stop complaining that this war is a war of 
aggression and conquest, because, forsooth, he 
says | voted for the war, and for supplies after the 
war was begun. I thought that everybody here— 
and the honorable Senator says he was present 
in the Chamber at the time the vote was given—I 


thought that everybody who heard that vote, dis- | 


tinctly understood my position. We had debated 
the bill from day to day, denying the truth of the 
preamble, and insisting on striking out that which 
we did not believe. If the Senator was here, he 
heard us on this side implore Senators on the other 
side to permit us to divide the bill from the pream- 
ble declaring the war, and heard, when at last the 
vote was given, many Senators give their votes 
in these words: ** Aye, without the preamble.”’ 
He must have known, also, that we not only de- 
nied the truth of the preamble, but all appealed 


to the justice and magnanimity of gentlemen on | 


the other side to permit us to divide the bill, so 
as to vote for the supplies, which we believed to 


be necessary to rescue our army, without voting a 
»roposition declaring war to exist by the act of 


Mexico, which we did not believe. Under these 
circumstances it was that we voted fifty thousand 
men and ten millions of dollars supplies to our 
army in peril. 
tor, if he was present, well remember, that after 


our appeal to the other side, Senators on that side 


rose and said to us, “* We agree that you shall 
protest against the preamble, and you may enter 
your protest upon the Journal of the Senate; at 


But does not the honorable Sena- | 


by argument and fair discussion. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 would ask whether it was no, 
a Whig Senator who declared that it was our duty 
to advance with the sword in one hand, and the 
olive branch in the other? 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman who made 
that declaration is well able to answer for himself. 
I thank the Senate for the patience with which they 
have heard the remarks which I thought it neces. 
sary to submit. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As the honorable Sena. 
tor from Mississippi has alluded to me, | will, with 
the permission of the Senate, remark, that I did 
say that I believed this war was regarded as a |a. 
mentable and deplorable war, even by those who 
considered it justifiable and warrantable, and that 
[ thought it would be highly becoming in this re. 
public to adopt a course characterized by magna- 
nimity, and to offer, after every blow that might be 
struck, terms of peace. I never found fault with 
too much solicitude to make peace. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senate need not be ap. 
prehensive that I shall detain them long. I wish 
merely to say, that it is true that the honorable 
Senator from Delaware protested against the pre- 
amble to the bill; but the debate shows—and J} 
have read it recently—that the ground of the pro. 
test was, that they did not believe that war existed 
at all, it being doubtful whether Mexico had av- 
thorized the attack which had been made by the 
Mexican troops upon our army. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I beg leave to say, that the 
Senator is entirely mistaken, as he will find by 
inquiring of any Senator who was in this Cham- 
ber at the time war was declared. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, I leave it there. Now, 
in regard to General Scott sending home the vol- 


_unteers whom he discharged, previous to the ex- 


any rate, you shall be understood as voting for the | 
’ 


supplies.’”’ The Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Mississippi, (the lamented Mr. 
Spreicut) came forward and publicly entered into 
this understanding with us. Let the honorable 
Senator look back to the debate of that day; it will 
speak for itself, however loosely and lamely it 


case with the remarks which I then made. In re- 
gard to supplies, | have always voted for them, 
and have differed in this respect from some of my 
friends, on this side, whom I have endeavored to 


piration of their period of service, I did not say 
that he had enough of force, for I do not know 
the fact; but I do know that he sent them back, 
and I know they refused to re-volunteer; and 
why? Because they were required to re-volunteer 
for the war, instead of for the expedition to the 
city of Mexico. Now, in regard to withdrawing 
the troops from General Taylor, I fear the honor- 
able Senator will not only find it difficult to-night, 


| but at any time hereafter, to show that it was the 
may have been reported, as I recollect was the | 


act of the Administration, or that the Adminisira- 


| tion ordered General Scott to withdraw them. On 
| the contrary, General Scott, being the superior 


induce to take the same view that I did. And even || 


now | would vote all necessary supplies. 
anxious to sustain the honor of the arm 
man; but the new position which the President 


takes, and which the honorable Senator denies to | 


be a new position, puts it out of my power to vote 
for this bill. The Senator says that the same po- 
sition existed formerly. 1 am surprised ! 
it was declared by the President on all former oc- 
casions that it was not the purpose of the Admin- 
istration to make this a war of conquest. Had I 


not a right to believe this? But the gentleman || here is the difficulty. General Scott and General 


says that the three-million bill indicated conquest. 
Sir, there is nothing like it; there is nothing about 
territory in that bill; it is an appropriation of three 
millions of dollars to effect a speedy and honor- 
able peace: that is the language of the bill; it is not 


stated that the object was to acquire territory by | 


conquest. No, sir, it was not announced until the 


l am as i 
as any 


officer in command, took the responsibility of 
withdrawing those troops. And now, as to the 
question where he was to get troops if he did not 
take those. Before the battle of Monterey, Gen- 


‘eral Taylor had something like sixteen thousand 
troops; of these he left at least two-thirds inactive, 


whilst he proceeded to capture the town of Mon- 


terey with the remainder. General Scott went 
_down to Mexico as commander-in-chief of the 


Why, || 


army; and the withdrawal of those troops was his 
act. If the gentleman supposed it would reflect 


_any glory upon General Scott, he would have at- 


tributed the act to him, there is no doubt. But 


Taylor must both be praised and exalted at the 


| expense of the Administration. Their faults, if 


any there be, must be charged upon the Adminis- 


'| tration, whilst the merit of their proceedings in the 


commencement of this session that territory was | 


to be acquired by any such means. . 


| be any, in this Presidential campaign. 
I regret the necessity for troubling the Senate || 


| prosecution of the war rests wholly with themselves. 


One general rule must be played off against the 
other for political purposes, and the Administra- 
tion be made res rsible for their blunders, if there 
If gentle- 
men can succeed in this game, I have no doubt they 


so long, for I know that the patience of Senators || will make considerable political capital. 


is exhausted; but I desire now to make one remark 
upon the merits of the bill. Weare now, if we 


| 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire, in justice 
General Scott, to state a fact,and to ask the Sena- 
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tor 


informed, the time of service of these volunteers 
would have expired in a month and a half or there- 
spouts. Does the Senator know the time when 
‘nese troops would have been discharged by the 
erms of their enlistment? ’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I donot know precisely, but 


te 


jam under the impression that their time would | 


have expired in July. I know this, however, that 
‘he men were willing to go on to the city of Mex- 


\te. CLAYTON. What authority had General | 





geott to enlist these troops for six weeks, or till | 


chey entered Mexico? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


None atall; but the Senator | 


will perceive that my position remains altogether | 


untouched. 
nis own authority, voluntarily discharged these 
troops at the very time when the Senator repre- 
sents him as being compelled to weaken General 
Taylor’s column in consequence of not receiving 
reinforcements from the War Department. 

Mr. NILES. I rise, sir, to thank the gentle- 
men who have occupied the attention of the spe 
this evening. The subject is so entirely fresh and 
povel that I might have voted with a great deal of 
dificulty had it not been for the able arguments 
which we have heard this evening, by which I have 
been somuclr enlightened, that | think I can now 
vote with a tolerably safe conscience! Now, if | 
receive an answer to one question which I desire 
toask I shall be entirely satisfied. I do not know 
what Senator I had betterask; perhaps the honora- 
ble Senator from Delaware will do as well as any 
other. Ll inquire, then, whether in his conscience 
he believes itis the destiny of this country, ulti- 
mately, to swallow all Mexico or not? 

Mr. CLAYTON, (jocularly.) It depends upon 
what the people shall do at the Presidential elec- 
tion next fall. That election will answer the Sen- 
ator fully. Let him wait till that event. 

Mr. CASS demanded the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill, which were ordered and taken, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Cameron, Cass, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Ma- 
son, Moor, Niles, Sturgeon, ‘l'urney, Westcott, and Yulee— 


9 
NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Calhoun, 
Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 
guin, Phelps, Underwood, Upham, and Webster—19. 

So it was 

coeiet, That this bill pass, and that the title thereof be 
as Aloresald. 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives therein. 
On motion, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, March 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. HUNT rose and said: Mr. Speaker, I rise 


to discharge a mournful and unwelcome duty. 
Upon me has been devolved the melancholy task of 
announcing to the House that Joun M. Ho xtey, 
one of the Representatives of the State of New 
York, has departed this life. He died at Jackson- 
ville, in Florida, on the 8th instant, after a pro- 
tracted illness, which he endured with calmness 
and Christian resignation. 
| feel the inadequacy of language to express the 
grief with whieh | am penetrated by this afflicting 
event. The nation has lost one of her noblest sons, 
and the public councils are deprived of the services 
of a pure patriot and a wise statesman. The esti- 
mation in which his virtues were held by the peo- 
ple of the State to which he belonged forms, of 
itself, the highest eulogium upon his character. 
lr. Houtey was a native of Salisbury, in Con- 
necticut, where he was born in November, 1802. 
He graduated with distinguished honors at Yale 
College, in 1822, and, after pursuing a course of 
legal study under the ablest masters of the law, he 
was admitted to the New York bar in 1825, and 
commenced practice the next year at Lyons, in 
Vestern New York, where he has ever since re- 
sided. His learning, capacity, and integrity, soon 
placed him in the front rank of his profession. To 
& mind at once brilliant and solid, he united those 
fenerous qualities of the heart which attract the 
love and confidence of mankind. Popular honors 


I have shown that General Scott, on | 
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rom Illinois if it be not so. If Iam correctly || were showered upon him, and, during his whole 


career, he enjoyed the most gratifying demonstrae 
tions of public regard. In various stations of pub- 
lic trust he exemplified the remark that official 
elevation is made truly illustrious by the personal 
worth and fidelity of the incumbent. In the Legis- 
lature of his State he gained a high reputation for 
eloquence and ability. Ever firm and unyielding 
in the assertion of what he deemed to be the truth 
and the right, always fearless and bold in the ex- 
pression of his convictions, yet the ingenuous can- 
dor of his spirit disarmed hostility by winning the 
admiration and friendship of political opponents. 
Whilst he had no personal enemies, no man could 
boast a more devoted “troop of friends.”? He 
belonged to a family distinguished for patriotism 
and public spirit. The circle of his nearer kins- 
men embraced several names whose public ser- 
vices illustrate the annals of ourState; among them, 
Myron Holley and Peter B. Porter, the compeers 
of De Witt Clinton. 

At the Congressional election in November, 1846, 
Mr. Houxey was elected to the 30th Congress by 
the district composed of Wayne and Seneca coun- 
ties, At the time of his election he was in the 
pride of manhood, enjoying the fullest degree of 
health and vigor. Perhaps few of us could have 
anticipated with so much confidence a long life of 
honorable usefulness. His numerous friends looked 
to him with pride and hope, assured by his pre- 
vious career that he would speedily reach a distin- 
guished eminence in the councils of his country. 
Had it pleased an all-wise Providence to spare the 
life of our departed friend, none who knew him 
can doubt that he would have held a place in the 


first rank among the most conspicuous and useful | 


members of this body. But his melancholy fate | 
reminds us of the instability of worldly honors, 
and the vanity of our fondest hopes. 
A few months after his election he was suddenly 
prostrated by an attack of apoplexy. His strong 
constitution withstood the shock, and he gradually | 
regained his health, until his complaint assumed a 
new form, and terminated in a pulmonary disease | 


which proved fatal. 

He came to the Capitol at the opening of the | 
pee session, hoping for a gradual restoration of 
vealth which should enable him to discharge his 
public duties, But he was advised to seek a milder 
climate, and soon proceeded to Florida, intending | 
to spend the winter there, and resume his place | 
upon the return of spring. His devoted wih ac- 
companied him on his journey. She was ever by | 
his side, ‘*a ministering angel,’’ to cheer and solace 
his sinking spirit, till she closed his eyes in death. 

It is gratifying to know that he was sustained in 
the last trying hour by a firm Christian faith and 
devout submission to the Divine will. 
toa friend, the day before his death, he said, ‘‘ With 
hopes of earthly fame or distinction I have done; 1 
seek those better things to which the humblest 
votary may aspire.”’ He had evidently withdrawn 
his thoughts from ** the competitions, factions, and 
debates of mankind,” to contemplate the higher 
concerns of that immortal existence upon which 
he now has entered. 

Mr. Speaker, in the community where our la- 
mented colleague had dwelt so long, the intelligence 
of his death will be received with the deepest sor- 
row. Universally beloved while living, his loss 
will be universally mourned; whilst the memory 
of his manly graces and virtues will be fondly 
cherished by all who knew him. 

I dare not trust myself to speak of the domestic 


circle which is made desolate, and the hallowed | 


ties which are sundered by this afflictive dispensa- 
tion. Would that we might impart consolation to 
the bereaved family by the expression of our af- 
fectionate sympathy and condolence! May they be 
sustained and comforted by the protecting power of 
that Supreme Being whose merciful promise it is _ 


to be the widow’s friend and “a father te the | 


fatherless.”’ and 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 


resolutions: 
Resolved, That this House has heard, with deep sensibility, | 
the annunciation of the death of the Hon. Jon M. HOuLey, | 
a member from the State of New York. 
Resolwed, That this House tenders to the relatives of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting | 
event, and, as a testimony of respect for the memory of the | 
deceased, the members and officers of the House will go into 
mourning by wearing crape on the left arin for thirty days. 


ory of the deceased, this House do now adjourn, 


In writing || 


| 
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PETITIONS, &c. 
The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. C. E. STUART: The memorial of the members 
of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, for a mail route 
from Battle creek, in the county of Calhoun, to Michigan, 
the seat of Government of said State. 

By Mr. 8S. LAWRENCE: The memorial of 120 citizens 
of Ontario county, New York, against the renewal of the 
patent of Jethro Wood for his iron plough. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The concurrent resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of New York, against any such change in the “act 
concerning pilots”? as tended to destroy or diminish the com- 
petition now existing. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Maryland: The petition of Adam 
Whann. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of George W. Biscoe, 
of Maryland, for compensation for property destroyed by the 
British forces in he war of 1812. 

By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of certain citizens of 
New Hampshire, against the renewal of Jethro Wood's 
patent. 

By Mr. MANN: The petition of Henry Miller, of West- 
moreland county, Pennsylvania, a soldier in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The memorial of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Jackson, pilot, asking for a pension for the 
loss of an arm in the action with the Serapis, promised him 
by the commander of the Bon Howme Richard, and sane- 
tioned by a report and resolution of the Continental Con- 
gress. 

By Mr. CONGER: The remonstrance of 60 citizens and 
farmers of Cortlandt county, New York, against the further 
extension of the patent of Jethro Wood for the cast-iron 

| plough. Also, the affidavit of Jucob Sanders, jr., of Homer, 
| New York, showing that he had paid four hundred dollars 
| for the privilege of manufacturing Jethro Wood’s cast-iron 
plough. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of 8. B. Aden, of St. 
Louis, praying Congress to so modify the post office laws as 
to place periodicals in their exchanges on the same footing 
as the newspapers —free of postage. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The proceedings of a public 
meeting in Franklin county, Illinois, praying Congress to 
grant a quantity of land to assist in the completion of the 
Great Central railroad in that State. 

By Mr. BOWLIN ; The memorial of the corporate author- 


|| ities and the villagers of the village of Carondelet, in Mis- 


souri, praying the confirmation of their commons according 
to official survey. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of H. N. Wells and 26 

others, members of the Legislative Assembly of Wisconsin, 

| for the establishment ofa mail route from Fond du Lac, via 

Hurmesville, on Fox river, to Plover Portage, on the Wis- 


'| consin river, in Wisconsin, 


By Mr. GREEN: A petition for a pension to Mrs. Maria 
Hogue, widow of William G. Hogue, deceased, who died 

| while in service in the Mexican War. 

By Mr. CRANSTON ; The petition of Jonathan Reynolds 
and others, praying the erection of buoys in Narraganset 
bay. Also, the petition of David Melville, administrator on 
the estate of Benjamin Fry, deceased. Also, the petition of 
Chartes Bulfinch and others, praying that the title to certain 
lands in the ‘lerritory of Oregon may be confirmed. 

By Mr. EMBREE: The petition of Samuel Humphreys, 
M. W. Rowe, and other citizens of Posey county, Indiana 
praying for the enactment of such laws as will prevent land 

| monopolies, &e. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Iilinois: The petition of Hiram Peno- 
yer and 230 other citizens of Union and other counties, in 
Illinois, praying a grant of 20,000 acres of land to establish a 
seminary at Western Saratoga, in Union county, Ilinois, 


| 





IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, March 18, 1848. 


Mr. BREESE presented a document relating to 
| the claim of Mr. E. Owen; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


|| On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the Senate pro- 
'| ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
'| and, after a short time, the doors were reopened. 


| Mr. BRADBURY withdrew his motion to recon- 
'| sider the vote of concurrence in the amendments 
‘to the bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 
| Jones. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
| to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
' to improve the harbor at Port Pontchartrain, in the State of 
| Louisiana. 
A message was received from the House of Rep- 
' resentatives, announcing the death of the Hon. 
Joun M. Hoxter, a Representative from the State 
of New York; which having been read— 
Mr. DICKINSON rose and addressed the Senaie 
| as follows: j 
This painful message, Mr. President, devolves 
on me the melancholy duty of paying a brief trib- 
ute to the virtues of the deceased, and of asking 
| the Senate to unite in the customary ceremonials 
| of respect for his memory. The fearfal messenger 
| Death has of late been no stranger in these Halls. 
Eight times during the present session have the 


|| members of this Congress been called to put on 


Resolved, That, as a further mark of reapect for the mem- | the habiliments of mourning. Eight times have 


And then the House adjourned. 


| we been thus ere admonished of the futile 
1 


! tenure by which we hold life and earthly honors. 
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Three members of the Senate and five members of 
the Hlouse of Repre sentatives since the last session 
at the meridian of manhood, 
and others full of years and honors—have been 
summoned to their final account. ** The cup goes 
round, and who so artful as to put it by?” 

Jous M. Houzey, the lamented subject of this 
notice, was born at Salisbury, in the State of Con- 
necticut, in November, 1802, and was educated at 
Yale, where he graduated with distinguished hon- 
ors in 1822. Having chosen as his pursuit the 
leeal profession, he spent one year in the celebrated 
law school of Mr. Gould, at Litchfield, in his na- 
tive State, then removed to the State of New York, 
where he completed the usual course of prepara- 
tory stadies, and was admitted to the bar in 1525. 
He soon after opened an office in the village of 
Lyons, in the county of Wayne, where he acquired 
an extensive prac tice, and where he continued to 
reside until the time of his death. Besides filling 
various local offices of dignity and trust, he was 
chosen to represent his county in the Assembly of 
his State in 1838, and again in 1841. In 1846, he 
was chosen to represent the 27th Congressional 
district, composed of the counties of Seneca and 
Wayne, in the Thirtieth Congress, and was, at 
the time of his election, in the enjoyment of health | 
which gave promise of a long lite of usefulness 
and honor. But, about one year since, he was 
struck suddenly down with a fit of pulmonary ap- 
oplexy, from which he never fully recovered. Be- 
ing desirous to discharge with fidelity his repre- 
sentative obligations, at the commencement of the 
present session, though exceedingly feeble and in- 
firm, he repaired to the Capitol, and took part in 
the organization of the House, and yielded reluc- 
tantly to the advice of his physicians and friends 
to seek relief in repose and a southern clime. Im- 
mediately after the opening of the session, he pro- 
ceeded to Jacksonville, in the State of Florida, 
where the genial influences of the climate seemed 
to revive him for a season, and his friends were 
flattered with the hope of his recovery. But a 
sudden return of the disease brought with it a fatal 
termination, and he expired on the 8th instant. 
He died, conscious of the mighty change which 
awaited him, calm and resigned, in the hope of a | 
glorious future. ‘The companion of his life, who | 
had accompanied him with that fidelity and affec- 
tion known only to woman, was present at his 
bedside, to smooth his dying pillow, and close his 
eyes in death, She is now returning to her deso- 
late home with all that is mortal of a beloved and 
faithful husband, to tell her children they are 
Into that sanctuary of private grief I 
may not obtrude; for, alas, how impotent is all 
human consolation ! 

I had long known the deceased by reputation, 
and in 1838 was associated with him in the New 
York Legislature; and though in a different branch, 
i recollect full well how highly he was there 
esteemed by all who knew him. He was a citizen 
of pure morals and correct deportment, a success- 
ful and honorable member of the bar, a prudent 
and able legislator, and was especially beloved for 
his social and domestic virtues, 

Thus lived and thus died Jounw M. Houtrey, a 
member of the House of Representatives of the 
thirtieth Congress of the United States—cut off in 
the midst of his usefulness, leaving to his family, 
his friends, and his country, the priceless legacy 
of an unblemished name. 

Mr. D. concluded by moving the usual resolu- 
tions; which having been adopted— 

The Senate adjourned. 


of Concress—some 


fatherless! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 20, 1848. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. | 

Mr. SAWYER, by leave, introduced a bill, of | 
which previous notice was given, to provide for 
bringing home to the United States the remains of 
the deceased officers and soldiers of our country 
who were killed in battle or who died in Mexico 


during the present war. The bill is as follows: 


Whereas, by a recent treaty of peace agreed upon between 
this country and Mexico by the United States Senate, it is, 
among Other things, stipulated and agreed, that the United 
States are to vacate all the territory south of the Rio Grande: 
aud whereas, inany of our gallant officers and soldiers, (vol- 
unteers and regulars,) in the hour of danger, rushed to the 
thickest of the battle-strife, and fought and fell in detence of 
their country’s rights and honor: and whereas the voice of | 
humanity, ever alive to human suffering, and ever active in '‘ 


commemorating the deeds of our country’s defenders, makes 
A rOlemu appeal to us as representatives of that people for 
@hom they offered up their lives, to see their remains res- 
eucd from their present inhospitable graves, and suitabiy 
honored with Christian burial, so that their remains may be 
protected by that flag for which they so nobly fought and 


il 


died, and that their dust may repose in their own hand and 


country: Theretore, 
Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the United States 
be, and be is hereby, authorized and required to appointsome 


| who had recently died in this Hall. That was all 


suitable persons, not exceeding three, to proceed to Mexico 
so soon as he shall deem expedient, and cause the remains | 


of the deceased officers and soldiers of the American army 


to be removed to some appropriate spot within the United | 
States, and there interred in a manner commensurate with | 


their high deserts as American patriots, and in a way appro- 
priate to the nation. 

sec. 2. Beit further enacted, That the sum of fifty thon- 
sand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
carry into full effect the provisions of this act. 


_and honor of their country, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. March 20, 


the attention of the House te the proposition, ef 


those gentlemen who were disposed vote ALainst 
it. It would take probably fifty thousand dollars 
to carry out the objects of the bill. Now, what 
was that? It had cost probably twice as much ie 
bury one individual—the distinguished statesman 


right. It was due to his character, as a tribute of 


| respect to that great man. The appropriation he 


proposed was no less due to those men who had 


fonghtand died in Mexico, in defence of the rie\jts 


He hoped the ino. 


_ tion he had made would be sustained. 


Mr. HASKELL said the proposition of the 


|, gentleman from Ohio struck him very singularly. 


| It might spring from the 


Mr. SAWYER said he did not think it neces- | 


sary to refer this bill to any standing committee of 
the House, but he thought it should go directly to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that it should be made the special order 
for some particular day—say the 4th of July next. 

This was a subject (he proceeded to remark) in 


was understood by the House, there would be but 
little objection to the proposition which he made. 
He proposed by this bill to appropriate fifty thou- 
sand dollars for the purpose specified; and he had 
ascertained by calculation sausfactory to himself, 
that this sum would be amply sufficient. 
known that the remains of most of our officers and 


and who had wealthy friends, had been brought 
home at private expense; and in Ohio, and several 


home the remains of their deceased fellow-citizens 


) urest and best motives 
and he should be sorry to intimate that the motives 


| which had influenced him in bringing it in were 


other than those of a humane and generous chavac- 


| ter. But the proposition was so strange, so im- 
| practicable, so singular, that it seemed to him jt 
_ must have had its origin in no other motive than 
| that of a desire to make some political capital or 


| influence some portion of the relatives of the fallen 
which he felt a deep interest; and he thought, if it || 


soldiers, and that the gentleman was not animated 


| by those lofty and disinterested motives which the 


bill on its face would seem to indicate. 


Now, he 
(Mr. H.) was opposed to anything in the shape 
of humbuggery, come from wherever it might, 


| from this side or from the other side of the House: 


It was | 


and, regarding this as having its origin peculiarly 


| in such a spirit, he should oppose it. 
many of our soldiers who had fallen in Mexico, | 


who had surrendered up their lives in fighting the | 
battles of their country. Now, Congress were | 
spending money every day for purposes no more | 


laudable. 


The bill explained upon its face (he said) the 


objects which he had in view. 


In the first place, | 


as he had remarked, most of our officers had been | 
brought home and interred, some of them at the | 


public expense of the States in which they resided, 
others at the expense of individuals; but there were 


hundreds of poor soldiers who had died fighting | 
the battles of the country, and to protect that flag | 


under which they fell. 


We had surrendered by | 


the treaty a large portion of the territory we had 
conquered, or had given it back to the Mexicans, | 


and he desired that this small pittance shculd be | 


bestowed for the purpose of bringing home the | 
balance of our soldiers, so that they might repose | 


beneath the folds and under the stars and stripes | 


of our own flag, which would be a guarantee to | 


protect their dust from desecration. 


He had so | 


littke confidence in the Mexican character as to feel | 


no surety but as soon as our army was withdrawn 


from that territory, the bones of our brave soldiers | 


would be dug up and sold to the lampblack maker, 
if they pleased. 
What protection should we provide for them? 


Were they not worthy of the honors contemplated | 
in this bill? Let us send a vessel, and gather up | 
the mouldering dust, the naked bones of as many || 


as was possible. 


for it from the public purse. Let their mortal re- 
mains be brought home to American soil, to be 
protected by the flag under which they fought and 


died. Where would we find a common grave for || 
He would suggest that an appropriate one | 


them? 
might be selected at or near the battle-field of New 
Orleans, and there they be interred with the bodies 


of those brave men who in former years fell under | 


General Jackson, defending their country against 
the outrages of Great Britain. If a convenient one 
could not be found there, let them be taken to the 
banks of the Mississippi, near the residence of 


General Taylor, under whose command they died. | 


That brave old soldier, he would warrant, would 
give a suitable place for their interment, where 


| could we get them together ? 


| distinguished after we did get them together? They 
other States, appropriations had been made out of || 


the public funds, the treasure of the people, to bring || 





We could not get them all; .but || 
let us show our good disposition to do so; let the | 
nations of the world know that we do it and pay 


What could we do with these remains? How 
How could they be 


were a heap of undistinguished dust, sleeping ina 
mass of undistinguished graves. They slept every- 
where, all over the country; and not only that, 
they were buried in the blue depths of the ocean, 
and had rolled down the turbid waters of the Rio 
Grande to the bosom of the Gulf. They slept in 
the chaparral, or were piled into graves by dozens 
ata time, all over the country, and they could 
never be distinguished. Better fardo a more chiar- 
itable thing than this bringing back the undistin- 
guished bodies of the dead. If the gentleman 
wanted to do real service to humanity; if he want- 
ed to benefit anybody; if he wished to bind up the 
broken heart, or pour consolation into the bosoms 
of the bereaved friends, let this money be devoted 
in the shape of pensions, to the relief of the widows 
and orphans of those who had fallen. If the pur- 
poses of philanthropy were to be subserved; if the 


| objects of the gratitude of the country were to be 


advanced; if anything practicable was to be done, 
let them divert the money to a channel where it 


could be made useful, and where it could be prac- 


tically appropriated. 

Upon the battle-fields of Mexico our own dead 
slept, indiscriminately mixed with the dead of the 
enemy; and how would we know but we were 


bringing back the dead bodies of the enemy, to 


bedew them with the tears of the nation? How 
would we know but the bodies of some of the 
deadliest foemen who, in the secret chaparral, had 
thrown the lasso around the necks of some unwary 
soldier, would be placed here beneath a mauso- 
leum, and watered with the tears of a nation’s grati- 
tude? The proposition was ridiculous, absurd. 


| He yielded to no man in devotion to the patriotism 
'and the noble feelings that carried our brave sol- 


| diers to the field of battle. He respected the mem- 
ory of those who had fallen; he honored those 
_ who lived. They were his fellow-comrades, bound 


| to him by the remembrance of common dangers, 


by all the ties that bound friend to friend. The 


_ boys with whom he had been brought up and edu- 


cated; with whom he had gone out to the battle; 


' whom he had commanded; those dearest to his 


| bosom, slept there in one heap of undistinguished 


_ dust near that of those who slew them. 


Willing 


'as he was that their remains should be brought 


‘| to this foolish and useless ex 


passers-by, up and down the Mississippi river, | 


should look on their last resting-place; or they 


might be taken to Boston, to Bunker’s Hill, to this | 
Federal city, or to his own district—to Fort De- | 
fiance, where the bones and dust of many brave 


men lie, and there erect a suitable monument to 
commemorate their deeds of greatness and valor. 


He had made these suggestions in order to call |! the House that this subject ha 


| 


back when they could be by private means, an 


| where seasonable measures had been taken to se- 


cure and identify them, he was utterly opposed 
nditure. 

Mr. HARALSON remarked, that all proper 
honor and respect was due to the remains of those 
who had died in a foreign land beneath the flag of 
the United States. Such was his feeling. But it 
was unnecessary for him, at this time, further to 
state his opinion as to the proper course to be 
taken. He had risen for the purpose of stating to 
been under the 
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consideration of the Cémmittee on Military Affairs, 
and that they had directed the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Burt] to make a report to 
‘his House, in the shape of a resolution or resolu- 
tions. W hat its precise nature would be, he was 
not able to state; but it was sufficient for him to 
wate that the subject was considered at.the last 
meeting of the committee, and a report would soon | 
be made to the House. re , 

It would not be amiss, therefore, if this proposi- 
jon, identified in some degree with the military 
operations of the country in their consequences, 
should be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. That committee would soon make their 
report, and they would go as far as practicable to || 
remove the remains to our own shores of those 
who had gallantly fell in a foreign land. In no 
spirit of hostility to the object proposed to be at- 
tained by the gentleman from Ohio, as far as it was | 
pasta but with a view to a more close and 
minute examination as to how far it was practica- | 
ble to carry out the provisions of this bill, he would 
move, if it would take precedence of the other mo- 
tion, to refer the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER said, that under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, the motion to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union would have 
precedence over the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia. But as this bill involved an appropria- 
tion, and must go to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, the Chair would first put | 
the motion to refer to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs; and if that should not prevail, it would go | 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union without a vote. 

Mr. SAWYER said he had no objection that 
the House should make what disposition it pleased 
of the bill. He was charged by the honorable | 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Haskext] with | 
offering this billas a humbug. It might perhaps | 
be a humbug in the gentleman’s estimation. But | 
he assured the gentleman, and every member of 
this House, that he had introduced it for no such | 
purpose, but with the best of motives. He did 
not understand the gentleman as charging him with 
doing it with the intention of humbugging, but that 
the gentleman himself considered it a humbug. 
He (Mr. S.) considered it not a humbug. He 
moved it with henest and genuine motives, and 
he was willing at any time to cast his vote for it, 
and to stand upon it before his constituents. He 
had no objection, if the House saw fit, to its going 
to acommittee, if it were not to be smothered there. || 
He wished the House to dispose of it as they |, 
pleased. 

The question being taken, the bill was referred | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLINGMAN asked leave to introduce the | 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inferm this \| 
House why the correspondence heretofore called for by the || 
following resolution | as not been furnished to the House: | 


I 


“Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to this House copies of all correspondence || 
between the Secretary of Warand Major General Scott, and 
hetween the Secretary of War and Major General Taylor, | 
aid between Major General Scott and N. P. Trist, late Com- | 
msioner of the United States to Mexico, and between the || 
latter and the Seeretary of State, which has not heretofore | 
been published, and the publication of which may not be 
tneompauble with the public interest.” 


The reception of the resolution being objected 

— 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules; | 

which motion was decided by yeas and nays: | 

Yeas 84, nays 84. 
Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the | 

rules were not suspended. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by leave, intro- 
Cuced bills, of which previous notice was given, of || 
the following titles, viz: 
A bill granting a quantity of land to the State |, 
of Mississippi for the purpose of improving the | 
navigation of certain rivers in that State. Referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill supplemental to an act to confirm the sur- 
vey and location of claims for lands in the State of || 
Mississippi east of the Pearl river and south of the || 
3st degree of north latitude, approved March 3, || 


1845. Referred to the Committee on Private Land | 
Claims. 


] 
Mr. TWEEDY, by leave, introduced a bill, of || 
which previous notice was given, viz: 





| 
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A bill for the admission of the State of Wiscon- 


sin into the Union. Referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. 


Mr. KELLOGG gave notice that he would intro- 


| duce a bill of the following title: ‘An act declaring 
| Whitehall, in the State of New York, a port of | tions from the Legislature of Pennsylvania, relative 


entry.” 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by general con- | 
| sent, offered the following resolution, which was 
read and agreed to: 


Resolved, Tiat the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of graduating the 


| price of the public lands according to the toilowing rules, | 
| that is to say: lands that have beeu offered for five years 
| and not sold, to be now offered at one dollar per acre ; lands | 


that have been offered for ten years and not sould, to be now 
offered at seventy-five cents per acre; and Jands that have 
been offered for fiiteen years and not sold, to be offered at | 


| fifty cents per acre; and hereafter at the end of every tweive | 


months, reckoning from the ]-t day of July, 1849, there -hail | 


| bea further reduction of twelve aud one-halfcenuts peracre | 


in the price of all public lands that have been on that day 
offered five years or more,and these rules shall be observed 


| in disposing of lands hereafter to be offered; and all lands 
| not sold within twelve months after the price is reduced to 
| twelve and one-half cents per acre, shall be relinquished to | 


the States within which they lie, respectively, for the pur- | 
poses of education ; Provided, ‘That no fee or reward shall 


be paid by or accepted from any pupil for tuition ata school | 
supported in whole or in part by the lands thus relinquished. | 


Mr. BROWN offered the following series of | 


resolutions, which were read and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘hat the Clerk of this House be, and he is here- 
|| by, instructed to send under his frank three copies of the 


printed report of the Commissioner of Patents tor the year 
1347 to the Governor of cach State and Territory in the 
Union, tor the use of such State or ‘lerritory, and two copies 
to the cleik of the county court of each county in the Uni- 
ted States, tor the use of the county; and hereafter, in all 


cases Where an extra number ot any document is ordered | 


tu be printed, it shail be the duty of the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, uniess otuerwise ordered by the House, 
to transmit said ducument to the States and counties as is 
hereia dirceted ; and to this end he shall reserve frou the 
first copies delivered by the printer a sufficient number to 
supply the demands of this resolution, 

diesolved, ‘That it shall be the duty of the Clerk, before he 
sends the documents above referred to, to have the same 
well bound. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 

Resolved, Tiiat the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of graduating the rate of 
hewspaper postage according to the nuinber of miles over 
which they are transported; also, into the expediency of 
restoring to postmasters the privilege of receiving a certain 
number of newspapers free of postage. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 


| into the expediency of providing by law that any landless 
| citizen of the United States, or any other adult landless per 


son, who will legally testify that he has taken the necessary 
steps to become a citizen, and intends to be so as soou as 
pos-ible, may possess, by actual residence and cultivation, 
so long as he shall continue Jandless, and destitute of the 
means of purchasing land, a certain quantity of the public 
lands now remaining uesold and unclaimed under any ot the 
preémption laws ofthe United States, and thus secure every 
person a farm who is willing todwell upon and cultivate it. 


On motion of Mr. TWEEDY, . 


Resolved, ‘That the Committce on Coinmerce be instructed 


| to inquire tnto the expediency of making an appropriation at 


the present session for the prosecution of the harbor iin- 
provements at Potosi, Wisconsin Territory. 


Mr. TWEEDY offered the following resolution; 
which was read, and laid over one day under the 


| rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to intorm this House what has been done by the accuunting 
officers of the ‘I'reasury Department to carry into effi-ct that 
section of the act of Congress, approved August 29, 1842, 


| directing them to auditand settle the expenses of the Legis- 


lative Assembly of the ‘Territory of Wisconsin not then 
closed and settled, and what steps, if any, have been taken 
to procure the settlement of said expenses by said officers, 
or to a-certain the amount thereof ; whatinstructions, if any, 
have been given tu the late or to the present Secretary of 
said Territory m reference to the settlement of said ex- 
penses ; and what moneys, if any, have been intrusted to 
either of the said Secretaries for that purpose, and what dis- 
position has been made and what account has been rendered 
of the same ; and if any portion of such expenses have been 
setiled and paid and the vouchers thereof received, when 


|| and by whom were the same paid, and what is the aggregate 
| amount thereof; and that he especially be requeste 


to in- 
form this House what causes have prevented or delayed, or 


| do now prevent or delay, the auditing and payment of that 


portion of said expenses still unsettled, and what things, if 
any, are necessary to be done on the part of the officers of 
said Territory now holding the vouchers for these expenses, 
in order to obtain the settlement and payment thereof with- 
out delay. 


On motion of Mr. CROWELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offiee and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail-ronte from the town of Kinsman, in the 
county of ‘Trumbull, to the city of Cleveland, in the county 
of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. FRENCH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post-route from Winchester, in Clarke county, 


OBE. 


| 
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in Kentucky, via Reuben Rucker’s, Walter Gonde’s, and 
the mouth of Woodward's Creek, to Irvine, in Esteil coun- 
ty, and also into the expediency of establishing a post route 


| from Kiddville, in Clarke county, Kentucky, to intersect the 


| above named route at the said Gonde’s. 














Mr. M. HAMPTON presented certain resolu- 


to Asa Whitney’s plan for constructing a railroad 
from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. Refer- 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. LUMPKIN presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Georgia, in favor of the 
establishment of a mail-route between Dalton and 
Dahlonega. Referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. LUMPKIN asked leave to present resolu- 
tions of the Democratic Convention held in Cocke 
county, Georgia, in relation to the war with Mex- 
ico. Mr. L. asked that the resolutions be read. 
Objected to. 

Mr. LUMPKIN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose of having the resolutions 
read. Disagreed to, two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. 

The question was then put on granting leave to 

Mr. Lumpkin to present the said resolutions, and 
it was decided in the negative. 
* Mr. McCLELLAND gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave, on some future day, to bring in 
a bill to provide for the issuing a land patent to 
Thomas B. Clark. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the President of the 
United States: 

Wasuinoton, March 20, 1848. 
To the House of Repzesentatives : 

I transmit herewith reports of the Secretary of State and 
the Secretary of War, with the accompanying documents, 
in compliance with the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 7th February, 1848, requesting the Pie-i- 
dent to communicate to that House “ copies of all corre- 
‘spondence between the Secretary of War and Major 
‘General Scott, and between the Secretary of War and 
‘General Taylor, and between Major General Scott and 
*N. P. Trist, late Commissioner of the United States to 
‘ Mexico, and between the latter and the Secretary of state, 
‘which bas not heretofore been published, and the publica- 
‘tion of which may not be incompatible with the public 
‘ interests.” JAMES K. POLK. 

After some conversation between Mr. CLING- 
MAN and Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, as to the 
printing of an extra number of copies of the mes- 
sage and documents just read to the House— 

Mr. HENLEY moved a resolution, instructing 
the Committee on Printing to _— into the ex- 
pediency of printing ten thousand copies extra of 
the message and accompanying documents this 
"— received and read to the House. 

he resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GOTT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Poet 
Roads be instructed to report a bill making newspapers free 
of postage within thirty miles of the place ot publication, and 
within the county where the same are published. 


On motion of Mr. TURNER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of donating a portion of the 
public lands in the State of Ilimois for the improvement of 
Rock river. 


Mr. CROZIER offered the following resolution, 
which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to this House 
the amount of money that has been collected at the different 

orts of Mexico, in consequence of the order from the War 
ipwanent, issued in March last; and also what sums have 
been collected in the interior, under any orders is«uing from 
any military commander; and that he cause a tabular state- 
ment to be made of the manner in which the same has been 
disbursed, similar to that required by the acts of the Qist of 
April, 188, and March 3, 1809, of appropriations which have 
been made by law. 

Mr. CROZIER moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed for the purpose of acting on the resolution; which 
motion was decided by yeas and nays: Yeas 110, 
nays 65. . : 

wo-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not suspended. ; 

The resolution accordingly lies over under the 
rule. 

EXPENSES OF INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Rocxwe t, of Massachusetts, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, &c., 
for the year ending June 30, 1849. , : 

The reading of the bill for information having 
been dispensed with, it was read by items for 
amendment. 
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Mr. SAWYER moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing, at the end of the first item, the following pro- 
viso: 


** Provided that no money appropriated by the provisions 
of thia act shail be applied for the education of Indian chil- 
dren, except for the support of schools within the territory 
of the various Indian tribes.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER said he felt himself constrained, 
by a sense of duty to the Indians, to the country, 
and to himself, to oppose certain things that had 
been going on in relation to this academy for a 
number of years—since 1825, 

Mr. VINTON (Mr. S. yielding) suggested that 
at page six of the bill would be found an appropri- 
ation for the Choctaws, and that his colleague’s 
amendment would more properly come in at that 
part of the bill, 

Mr. SAW YER continued, and referred to House 
document on this subject of the session of 184]-42, 
to show that the amounts of money appropriated 
for the education of Indian children at this Choc- 
taw academy (for there were there the children of 
various tribes, although it was called the Choctaw 
academy ) since 1825, had been enormous, and they 
had gone into the hands of Colonel Johnson for his 
special benefit. It was with some degree of regret 
that he made the statement and proposed this 
amendment, for no man held Colonel i haan in 
higher estimation than he. He found, on looking 
into the freport, that about 9290 per annum had 
been paid for every child taught in that academy. 
‘There was a plenty of public institutions in this 
country who would be glad to teach these chil- 
dren—to give them every particle of tuition they 
received at this Choctaw academy, for $50; and he 
wished to show the manner in which this thing had 
been done. 

At the time the treaties were going on with the 
different tribes of Indians, the Choctaws particu- 
larly, the department here insisted on having a 
portion of their annuities appropriated to defray- 
ing the expenses of a certain number of children 
educated at the Choctaw academy. The Indians 
time and again refused. Colonel Johnson came on 
here from time to time and would insist on having 
one more year’s appropriation. Ithad been grant- 
ed, notwithstanding an article in the treaty that no 
portion of the money should be appropriated to the 
education of the Choctaw children at the academy. 


Look at the report of the Commissioner of Indian ' 


Atlairs. Ele was decidedly opposed to further ap- 
propriations for this academy, and thought the 
Indians should be educated in their own nation. 
Now, if Congress did not prohibit it by law, this 
same process would be repeated. Some $10,000, 
or $15,000, or $20,000, had been expended annu- 
ally, and had not done the Indians a dollar’s worth 
of good. lt had been expended—he said it here 
in his place—for the benefit of this man, who had 
established the academy, and not for the benefit 
of the Indians. Instead of its being necessary to 
pay this $289 or $290 per year for the education 
of a single Indian child, the War Department had 
written proposals before it to take them, clothe, 
board, and educate them, for $50 a year. But, as 
long as it was not expressly prohibited by law, 
Colonel Johnson would come on here, as he had 
done this year, and, in open violation of treaty 
stipulations, get this appropriation for his benefit. 
Since 1825 the document he held in his hand show- 
ed there had been expended at this single academy 
$474,000—almost half a million dollars—enough to 
educate every Indian child in the United States. 
By looking at the list of contingent expenses, it 
would be seen that each Indian child had to pay a 
certain sum for the use of the academy vat 
Ele ventured to say that Colonel Johnson had got 
paid in this way ten times over for this building; 
and yet a bill was now before the Senate making 
an appropriation to pay him for the building, He 
entered his solemn protest against this kind of pro- 
ceeding; he cared not whether a personal or politi- 
cal friend was involved in it, as long as he held a 
seat on this floor he would expose it at all hazards. 
He made the statement from the book when he 
asserted that this gentleman had been coming here 
year by year for the last two or three years—not- 
withstanding there wa8 a positive prohibition in 
the treaty, notwithstanding the Indians positively 
refused to treat with the provision in it that one of 
their children should go to that academy—and re- 
ceiving his appropriation. And, furthermore, he 
ventured to say we had paid $10,000 more than 
we needed to have done, because certain individu- 
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als wanted to get this small annuity for Colonel 
Johnson’s academy. He spoke from the book 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, here interposed, 
and, the floor being yielded, with no little warmth 
and some harshness, repelled as false the charge of 
swindling and villany, if any such charge had 


| been made, upon Colonel Johnson. 


Mr. SAWYER (continuing) said he charged 
just what he had stated. He made no charge of 
swindling upon Colonel Johnson. He said there 
had been swindling going on; and he had stated 
that Colonel Johnson came here, and made his ap- 
plication, and had obtained his object; and that | 
one of these treaties had cost $10,000 more than 
it would have cost had this appropriation been left 
out. 

Some further conversation passed between Mr. 
Sawyer and Mr. Jounson; after which— 

Mr. SAWYER (continuing) specified the con- 
tingent expenses charged for collecting the Indian 
children, bringing them to the academy, boarding 
on the way, &c., as those of which he particularly 
complained. Although he complained of the gen- 
eral extravagance of the appropriations connected 
with the Choctaw academy, he did not (he said) 
charge the Colonel with swindling; for probably 
he had done just what the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and himself would have done—got a good bar- 
gain; but, after he had signed anagreement with Mr. 
T. Hartley Crawford, late Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, that he would make no more applications, 
he had come on here two or three times since, and 
got this appropriation. 

Mr. BOYD, the floor being yielded, explained, 
that although he had not examined into this matter 
particularly, he had understood the other day from 
the Secretary of War that there was a provision 
in the late treaty with the Choctaws, providing, that 
if the Indians should so elect, that school should 
be continued at the White Sulphur Springs, Ken- | 
tucky; and, under that provision, the Secretary of | 


| War had issued his proclamation, that in case the 


Indians did so elect, the school should be so con- 
tinued, ‘That, he understood, was the provision 
of the treaty. 

Mr. SAWYER (continuing) said that was the 
fact; and it was to this he had just been referring 
when he had said that one treaty cost $10,000 more 
than it need to have done, had not this provision 
been inserted. 

Mr. VINTON said this subject had been brought 
under the investigation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. ‘The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had been examined by thatcommittee. His state- 
ment, in substance, was, that with the exception of 
one tribe, (for there were several tribes whose chil- 
dren were placed in that school,) the Indians had 
all given notice that they would take their children 
home at the end of the now current year. The 
number of scholars in that school, he believed the | 
Commissioner said, was about fifty; and after those 
had left who were to be taken at the end of the | 
year, it would leave only some eight or ten who 
would remain, and the school would probably, 
therefore, be discontinued, as there would not be 
scholars enough left to justify keeping itup. That | 
seemed to be the understanding of the Commis- | 
sioner. Now, in that state of the case, of course | 
the money provided for the Choctaws in this bill | 
would, in conformity with the treaty, be expended | 
on the Indians. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he be- | 
lieved efforts had been made for the last four or | 
five years to stop this institution. The subject 
had been for one or two sessions carefully exam- | 
ined, and he believed the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Vinton] had given a correct version of the | 
manner in which the institution was to be closed 
up. At the last session of Congress, the Commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs had examined this matter 
with some care. Charges that savored somewhat | 
of severity had been brought against the manage- 
ment of the institution; and he regretted very much | 
that his friend from Ohio, who was generally very | 
correct, should have allowed himself at this time | 
to go into a repetition of the charges which came 
up then, and were examined by the committee. 
As far as they at that time examined the subject, 
this institution had been conducted with perfect | 
propriety, so far as Colonel Johnson was concern- | 
ed, and the exceptions taken were to the course of 
some of its teachers. 

But, as this institution would be necessarily 1 
closed up, and as he did not understand that any |! 
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appropriation was here made for it, bu 
heretofore been supported out of the contines, 
fund for the education of the Indian childry : it 
was but just to Colonel Johnson and to the Git 
ernment that he should briefly recur to its Neder 
Mr. SAWYER inquired (Mr. Tuompsoy yi, ld. 
ing) if he understood the gentleman from Micsis. 


t that it had 


| Sippi to say that no appropriation was contained 


in the bill for this academy, and if this had not 
been the case for years? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that it had been sus. 
tained for two or three years, and he believed », 


° ° re- 
viously, out of the contingent fund for the 


pure 


_ poses of education among the Indians. The present 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in the report to 
which the gentleman had referred, had expressed 
his opinion against the continuance of this acad- 
emy, but yet had recommended no such provision 
of law as proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 
None was necessary. 

This academy (Mr. T. proceeded to say) had 
been of immense service to the Indians. I[t had 


| been the first great means of introducing education 


among the Choctaws and among other tribes, 


_ Citizens had been there from all the various tribes, 


who had returned educated men; and he ventured 


| to assert that, at this time, there was as hich a 
| standard of education in academies contained jn 


the Choctaw nation as there was in many of the 
academies in the States. The teachers were edu- 
cated at this Choctaw academy at the Great Cross- 
ings, Kentucky. Although it was now believed 
that the best system of educating the Indians was 


to connect with the cultivation of the mind instruc- 


tion in the various mechanic and agricultural arts, 
and this by way of manual labor schools within 
the Indian territory, yet let justice be given to 
whom justice was due. It was perfectly evident 
that this academy had been of immense service; 
many of the chiefs of the various tribes were edu- 
omel men, and had been educated there; and when 
we had induced Colonel Johnson to expend a large 


sum of money in building that academy, to with- 


draw all support from him suddenly would be wn- 
just. He did not understand the gentleman from 
Ohio to charge swindling upon Colonel Johnson. 
He believed that a careful examination would show 
that there had been no impropriety on his part. 
He thought we had much reason to congratulate 


| ourselves that we were making so rapid progress 


in the advancement of education among the Indian 
tribes. For the last few years, by the action of the 
missionary, aided and assisted by the benevolent 
and liberal views of the department, institutions 
had been established among them upon the manual 
labor system, and had been the means of introdu- 
cing among them not only religion and science, but 
a knowledge of all the industrial pursuits of civil- 
ized life, and many of the tribes now presented a 
state of improvement far above many of the States 
of Mexico. Our Indians upon our western frontiers 
were turning out annually men capable of filling 
any office—divines, and men of minds capable of 
distinguishing themselves upon any theatre of ac- 
tion. 

This Choctaw academy was the foundation of all 
this improvement. It had not only given the spring 
to knowledge and science, but, by receiving the 
chiefs of the different tribes, had led to the forma- 
tion of acquaintance and friendship, resulting in 
lasting harmony between them of incalculable value. 
Surely, then, we ought to have some grateful feel- 
ings not only to the man who established but to 
those who had conducted and maintained this in- 
stitution. 

But now that a disposition was manifested among 
the Indians to take their children home to_be edu- 
cated, he concurred in the policy of it. Let it be 
done in a liberal way. It oon be done, he had 
reason to believe, without the adoption of this 
amendment, and he hoped that by this or any other 
action, they would not do anything which could 
be construed into an intimation that they were 
disposed to set at naught, cut off, or even re roach 
those who had heretofore sustained this institu 


| tlon. 


Mr. McKAY said he was in favor of imposing 
a limitation upon the expenditure of the money 
appropriated by this bill for the epee of edu- 
cation among the Indian tribes; but he would like 


to have the gentleman from Ohio modify his amend- 
ment, so that it should not apply exclusively to the 
Choctaw academy, but that it should provide that 
no money hereby appropriated for school purposes 
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i snould be expended elsewhere than within the In- || of corn and other grains, and familiarize the Indians | He wished to know why this annuity was paid 
a dian country. He was decidedly in favor of the || to the various industrial pursuits of the whites. at all? 
io nrinciple of limiting the expenditure of this appro- |'Thus immense advantages would be conferred Mr. McKAY replied that it was an old acquaint- 
- wriation within the Indian territory. upon them. ance. That appropriation had been made ever fe? 
hig “Mr. SAWYER signified his willingness to mod- He made no imputation atall upon the character — since the year 1799. He had not seen the original 4 
‘ ty his amendment in the manner suggested. of those who had been connected with the Choc- | agreement by virtue of which it was paid, though = 5 
“a “’Mr. McKAY remarked that he had then butasin- — taw academy in Kentucky, but these considera- | he had applied for it. sie 
= cle word to say in relation to this proposition. The | tions, he said, convinced him that it was far better Mr. GIDDINGS then remarked, that it appear- ' 
ed ~nteman from Mississippi was wholly mistaken that the money should be expended within the In- | ed the Committee of Ways and Means had recom- y 
when he said that the means heretofore expended dian territory; and as the Secretary of War had mended the payment of an annuity without know- + 
i. at this academy had been taken from what was now the liberty to expend it at his discretion— ing what it was for. __ ; 23 
a called the contingent fund. This wasnotso. There — every dollar of it within the limits of the United Mr. VINTON said it was perfectly immaterial 
anil was no such fund, except a fund of $10,000, or | States if he pleased—he wished the amendment of to him what it was for. The Government had 
vet under. There was a fund of $10,000 for what — the gentleman from Ohio modified, as he had sig- | made an agreement with this Indian tribe to pay 
my were called civilization purposes—for the purpose | nified his willingness it should be, to be adopted, — this annuity; the law required it to be paid, and 
ed of civilizing the Indian tribes—a part of which had | and thus every expenditure of it without the Indian | this estimate was in conformity with the act of 
d- been applied to the purposes of education, but not | territory be prohibited. 2 a ea : Congress which required it to be made. The com- 
a. she whole of it. rome Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, differed from mittee were only carrying out the law. 
The report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- | Mr. McKay in that, while he was decidedly in Mr. GIDDINGS said it seemed to him they 
B firs (he said) showed that the Cherokees had | favor of the establishment of schools within the In- should know what obligations they were under to 
ad appropriated out of their own funds $25,000, and | dian territories, he thought in many cases it would _ the tribe of Indians, before ~ voted this appro- 
ad were now engaged in building a large and substan- | be of benefit to those who passed through the lower priation. If we were under obligations to them, 
on ual academy; the Choctaws had five seminaries, | stages of instruction there, to come into the States let the money be appropriated; if not, strike it 
Ps and there were several others scattered throughout | to spend the last year of their instruction at our | out. 
ny the different tribes, By referring to this report of | schools. He was willing, then, to vote for an Mr. VINTON replied that so long as the law 
od the Commissioner, gentlemen would find all these amendment which should prohibit any further ap- | remained in force it was the duty of the Committee 
a and other facts specifically stated. propriation of this money to establishing or keep- . of Ways and Means to bring in appropriations in 
in He referred to the statement of Mr. Vinton, | ing up schools within the States, but was unwilling — accordance with law. Perhaps it was the duty of 
he relative to Mr. Medill’s communication to the | that the restriction should be so extended asto the Committee on Indian Affairs to inquire into the 
i Committee of Ways and Means, in which he had | prevent the appropriation of a part of the money — consideration for which the money was required to 
wg conveyed the idea that this Choctaw academy in _ to defray the expenses of those who were sent into | be paid, but he did not conceive it to be the duty 
ai Kentucky would close at the end of the present | the States to spend the last year of their instruc- of the Committee of Ways and Means to make 
ras fscal year. Arrangements had been made (he | tions. , ay Sak ; the examination. ; 
tee said) with Colonel Johnson, by which the opera- Mr. BOYD (Mr. T. yielding) wished toinquire =Mr. GIDDINGS had no intention to cast any 
ts ion of the school, so far as depended upon the — of the gentleman from Mississippi, who, from his imputation on the Committee of Ways and Means. 
tq appropriation of moneys by the Government, was | position on the Committee of Indian Affairs for He moved to strike out the appropriation. 
to i cease at the termination of the present fiscal several years, was very familiar with the whole Mr. McKAY, before the vote was taken on the 
ent year, on the Ist of July next; but it was rumored | subject, whether anything had appeared in his in- motion to strike out the item, wished to say a word 
ce; avout the streets, that he had succeeded in obtain- || vestigations, going to impeach the honor or the | in its defence. The gentleman from Ohio would 
lu- ing a postponement of the execution of this ar- | conduct of Colonel Johnson connected with this | see that this appropriation was required by an 
en rangement—how long, he (Mr. McK.) had not || academy ? ' agreement made some time prior to the year 1799, 
ve learned. Set 2 ce } _ Mr. THOMPSON entered into some explana- | and the appropriation was made in pursuance of 
he Mr. VINTON inquired, if this arrangement had | tions to show that Colonel-Johnson was not ob- such agreement, and also in pursuance of law. 
ine been entered into subsequently to Mr. Medill’s | noxious to any censure. ae This Government had been going on making the 
m being before the Committee of Ways and Means? | Mr. McKAY said he had expressly disclaimed appropriation for the last fifty years. Every Ex- 
n. Mr. McKAY replied in the affirmative. | any impeachment of the character of Colonel John- ecutive, every Secretary of War, every Committee 
Ww Mr. VINTON said, he had never before heard || son. on Indian Affairs had considered it a permanent 
of it. He had stated what the Commissioner of | Mr. BARRINGER concurred in the propriety | annuity, made so by a solemn agreement, which 
te Indian Affairs (Mr. Medill) had said. of spending this money in the Indian territories, |, was recognized on their statute books. 
$9 Mr. McKAY (continuing) said, he made no im- | but the proviso, as proposed, was much too strin-| Mr. HUDSON also argued that it was a perma- 
- putation upon the chairman of the Committee of || gent, inasmuch as it would prevent the President || nent annuity, which the faith of the Government 
he Ways and Means. It was true, as the gentleman | selecting any Indian youths to receive an education | was pledged to pay. He thought the Committee 
nt liad said, that this arrangement had been made, || in the higher branches than those taught in the | of Ways and Means could not, nor should not, be 
ns but it had subsequently been altered, as he under- | schools located among the tribes. If there were | required to go behind the statute. If it were so 
al stood. Now, he (Mr. McK.) was in favor of | abuses, let them be corrected; but he hoped noth- || in this case, they would be required to do it in all 
us carrying out, of executing this original plan. This , ing would be done to throw obstacles in the way || cases, and their duties would become more ardu- 
ut was not a new idea with him. Gentlemen who | of the education of these people. ous than they could endure; but he did not so 
‘I. liad been at the head of the War Department would Mr. POLLOCK had doubts of the power of this | understand it. If the Committee of Ways and 
. bear him witness that for ten or twelve years he | House to enter upon such legislation. An amount | Means were to be required to go behind every 
eg had uniformly appealed to them to recommend to | of money was to be expended to promote educa- || statute and inquire into the reasons for their enact- 
rs Congress to limit the expenditure of this money, | tion among the Indian tribes by certain treaty stip- | ment, they would have not only to examine every 
ng of these large sums (for it was upwards of twenty ulations. It was placed in the President’s hands | subject that came before Congress, but all corre- 
of thousand dollars annually, and some years reached _ for that purpose, and he would like to know how | spondence, and ony communication, and all the 
ce twenty-five thousand dollars) to be expended for , it could be brought under the control of Congress. | treaties, and all the laws that related to both our 
the purposes of education within the limits of the || Treaty stipulations were above the action of Con- | foreign and domestic relations, from the commence- 
ull Indian tribes; and if this policy had been adopted, || gress; how then could they in this case dictate to |, ment of this Government to the present day. 
1g it would have resulted in incalculable advantages || the President? He would not deprive the Presi- || Mr.SIMS moved that the committee rise. 
he to the Indians. dent of the right to select young Indians for the || The committee rose accordingly, and reported 
a He rejoiced to see this spirit of improvement | purpose of sending them to the States to be edu- || progress. 
in awakened among the various tribes. To be sure, | cated. He believed not only the cause of educa- || Mr. McKAY moved that from and afier this 
e. they were called the pupils of the Government; he |, tion, but of the civilization of the tribes would be | day, the daily hour of meeting shall be eleven 
el. would be glad to see them reach their majority, | promoted by it. Many had been so educated, and || o’clock. ; 
to and become independent. He rejoiced to see the || thus they had been enabled to promote the interest Objections being made, he moved a suspension 
‘a Cherokees, and Choctaws, and even the tribes in || of those tribes, and he hoped the amendment would | of the rules; pending which motion, 
‘he North, everywhere building up schools, and || not prevail. The House adjourned. 
ng educating, not only their sons, but their daughters. || Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, urged the gentle- | 
ue The Cherokees had appropriated out of their own || man from North Carolina to withdraw his amend- IN SENATE 
be money twenty-five thousand dollars, for the pur-”|| ment; and after a brief conversation, in which Mr. M March 20 : 
ad poses of education, for building up schools, &c. || McKAY, Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, Mr. | onpay, March 20, 1848. _ ; 
us Let the latge sums of money appropriated by us, || SAWYER, and Mr. CLARKE, took part, the | Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition of citi- 
er in addition to their own appropriations, be expend- | amendments were withdrawn. ; zens of the county of Penobscot, in Maine, pray- 
id ed within the limits of the various tribes; let man- || ‘The Clerk then proceeded in the reading of the _ ing the abolition of the slave trade in the District 
re val-labor schools be established; let all the arts— || Sections until he arrived at the item of $3,000 for of Columbia, or the removal of the seat of Govern- 
ch let blacksmiths, shoemakers, and artisans of all || the payment of annuities to the Chickasaws, in | ment; the motion to receive which was laid upon 
ue descriptions—go in among them, and the boys be || accordance with a stipulation in the act of 25th |, the table. 
taught all these trades; let the farms be cultivated || February, 1799. | _ Mr. DOWNS presented a petition of citizens of 
ng in the neighborhood of these schools, and Jet them || Mr. VINTON moved to amend the item under | Louisiana, praying the establishment of a judicial 
ey be taught how.to use the plough, and be made || the head of “ the Chickasaws:” | district north of Red river, in that State; which 
lus familiar with the other operations of agriculture. | «< For edueation for fifteen years, stipulated in the second || Was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ke hat was not all, By the expenditure of this |, article of the supplement to the treaty of the 24th May, 1834, | Mr, ASHLEY presented a petition of citizens 
1d- money for purposes of education within the trikes, |, (#1,000 having heretofore been appropriated,) $2,010.’ | of Arkansas, praying the establishment of a mail 
he Indian villages would be built up, markets would || Mr. GIDDINGS called the attention of the | route from Raymond to Camden, in that State; 
vat be created, and the necessity for agricultural labor || Committee of Ways and Means to this item, and | which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
es and productions would stimulate them to the raising || expressed a desire for information in relation to it. |) Office and Post Roads. 
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ings, praying compensation for his services as 
pension agent for the State of Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill from the | 
House of Representatives for the relief of Amzy 
Judd, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. BREESE, from the same committee, to || 


whom was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Benjamin White, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of D. A. Wat- 
terton, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read and passed to 
the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
srinted, 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the same Committee, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Columbus 
Alexander and Theodore Barnard, submitted a re- 
vort, accompanied by a bill for their relief; which 
vill was read and passed to the second reading, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of Da- 
vid Myerle, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which bill was read and passed 
to the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions, || 


to whom was referred the petition of John H. 
White, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was aa and passed to 
the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed. , 
Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Wim. W. Wall, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for the relief of the heirs of John Wall, 
deceased; which bill was read and passed to the 
second reading, and the report ordered to be print- | 


ed. || 
Mr. DOWNS, from the same committee, to || 


whom was referred the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of Charles Cappell, re- | 


| 
ported it without amendment. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN FLORIDA. | 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public | 

Lands, to whom was referred the bill concerning 

the school lands in the State of Florida, reported it 
with an amendment. 


AMERICAN HEMP FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
to promote the purchase of American hemp for 
the use of the American navy, reported it with an 
amendment, so as to read as follows: 

Be it resolved, \c., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
he is hereby, authonzed, if in his opinion it will be advan- 
tageous to the public interests, to make contracts for any 
term not exceeding five years, for the purchase of American 
water-rotied hemp for the use of the United States navy, pro- 
vided the same can be had of equal quality with the best 
foreign hemp, and at a price not exceeding the average price 
of such hemp for the last five years—the inspection and de- 
livery to be at the place of purchase. 

Mr. YULEE asked for the immediate consider- | 
ation of the resolution; which motion was agreed 
to, and the resolution ordered to be engrossed. 

The question was about to be put on the passage 
of the resolution, when— 

Mr. CAMERON objected to the motion. He 
would prefer that the bill lie over until to-morrow. 
There were other interests to be looked to—certain 
articles known as coal and iron, for instance. The 
present resolution was for the protection of west- 
ern interests alone. 

Mr. NILES made some remark not distinctly | 
heard, in which he appeared to be congratulating | 


the Senaior from Florida on the new lights he || 


seemed to have received in respect to the protec- 
tion of American interests. 
The resolution was then passed over. 


EXAMINERS OF PATENTS. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred 
the amendments of the House to the bill of the 
Senate, to provide additional examiners in the Pat. | 
ent Office and for other purposes, reported thereon, 
with a recommendation that the Senate disagree to | 
the amendments of the House. 


THE CON 
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Mr. CASS presented the petition of E. P. Hast- 


|| politicians or mere clerks. 


Mr. WESTCOTT asked for the immediate con- 
sideration of the amendments. The question being 
about to be put upon concurring in the amend- 
ments— 

Mr. TURNEY said he hoped the question would 
be divided and taken upon the first amendment 
separately. 
| aminer of patents was now some fifteen or eighteen 

hundred dollars, and he knew no good reason why 
it should be raised to twenty-five hundred. He 

thought that this was hardly an appropriate time 
for an increase of salaries, when the country was 


involved in war, and had no superabundance of || 


revenue to dispose of. He thought it would be 
| proper to concur with this amendment to strike out 
| the twenty-five hundred dollars. 

Mr. WESTCOPT remarked that all the mem- 
bers of the committee were unanimous in disagree- 
ing to the amendments of the House, with the ex- 

_cepuon of the first amendment, and a majority of 
the committee were in favor of disagreeing to that 
amendment. The bill as it originally passed the 
Senate, he said, gave to each of the examiners in 
the Patent Otlice a salary of twenty-five hundred 
dollars. The House amendment proposed to re- 
duce it to two thousand, ‘The fixing of the salary 
at twenty-five hundred dollars was on consultation 
with the Commissioner; and those having busi- 
ness with the Patent Office considered it as a mat- 
ter of the very first importance, as we are obliged 

| to have men of the highest scientific attainments, 

_and who are acquainted with the French and Ger- 

man languages. ‘Ihe Senate will perceive the ne- 
cessity for an increase of salary when I state the 


fact, that within the last five years examiners who | 
have received eighteen hundred dollars a year, | 
finding that the salary was not adequate to the | 
service required, and that they could make twice! 
as much money by acting as agents, have re- | 


signed their offices. 1 think that the salary pro- 
posed is not typo large; and | will mention the fact 
that the money does not come out of the treasury. 
‘The law provides that it shall be taken from the 
receipts of the Patent Office, and that office has 
already a fund of some seventy thousand dollars. 
1 hope that the Senate will concur with the recom- 
mendation of the committee, and disagree with the 
amendments of the House. 


Mr. DICKINSON. ‘This is simply a question | 


of demand and supply. In my judgment, a salary 


of twenty-five hundred dollars is necessary, for the | 
reason that you cannot get competent men for a | 


smaller salary. ‘The office cannot be filled by mere 
The gentleman filling 
that office must be an encyclopedia of science, and 
| though he may not be required to converse fluently 
in German and in French, it is necessary that he 
should be able to read those languages, because he 
13 required to consult scientific works in the Ger- 


man and French languages, in order to determine 


| whether an invenuon presented isa new one. And | 
he must be acquainted with chemistry, in all its | 


details; in short, he must be qualified for one of 


the most learned professorships in our institutions |) 


of learning. Now, you cannot get men possessing 
these qualifications, for less than twenty-five hun- 
dved dollars a year. 
comparatively small; the demand is greater than 
the supply. 
for ove thousand dollars a year; but you cannot 
get men who are qualified to discharge the duties 
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He believed that the salary of an ex- 


‘The number of such men is | 


You can get men to take the office | 


March 20, 
| bate upon this bill is likely to continue, I would 
|| hike to have it laid over until to-morrow, for it is 
_ very desirable that the Senate should proceed wi: 
| the consideration of the bill making appropr 
| to supply the deficiencies for the current 
year. 
On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, it was 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be 
poned until to-morrow. 
THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE, 
Agreeably to notice, Mr. BADGER asked and 
_ obtained leave to bring in a bill to declare the true 
intent and meaning, so far as respects the frankine 
privilege of members of Congress, of the act ap- 
| proved the first of March, 1847, and of the act 
| entitled **An act to reduce the rates of postage, to 
' limit the use and correct the abuse of the franking 
| privilege; and for the prevention of frauds on the 
Post Office Department;’’ passed the 3d of March, 
1845, and for other purposes. 
| The bill having been read the first and second 
|| times, by unanimous consent— 
| Mr. BADGER. I shall move a reference of this 
| bill to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
‘| Roads; but before the question is put, I desire to 
| occupy the attention of the Senate for a few mo- 
| ments, and particularly to call the attention of my 
| friend, the chairman of that committee, to one or 
) two observations regarding the purposes intended 
| to be accomplished by the bill, and the present 
| state of the law to which it relates. It will be 
| found, by referring to the act passed on the 3d of 
March, 1845, ‘‘to reduce the rates of postayve,” 
&c., that Congress at that time acopted an entirely 
new system with regard to the franking privilege, 
and placed it in the main upon different grounds 
| from those which it previously occupied. The act 
of 1845 seems to be designed as a substitute for the 
former law upon the subject, and by implication to 
repeal it, and this implication is strengthened by the 
fact, that the latter law expressly saves from repeal 
certain portions of the former. It will be found, upon 
looking at the act of 1845, that the eighth section 
| of it grants to members of the Senate and House 
| of Representatives, delegates from Territories, &c., 
the right to send and receive free of postage “ any 
| letter, newspaper, or packet,’ not exceeding two 
|| ounces in weight, during each session of Congress, 
and for thirty days before and after. The same 
_ section declares that they shall have the right “to 
frank written letters from themselves during the 
whole year, as now authorized by law.’’ Itis 
| therefore clear and beyond controversy, that, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the law of 1845, the 
| franking privilege of members of the two Houses 
during the session of Congress, and for thirty days 
| before and after, consists in the power to send and 
_ receive, free of postage, any letter, newspaper, or 
| package, and that it is perfectly immaterial by 
| whom directed, to whom addressed, or by whom 
written. There is but one single qualification, 
that the letter, newspaper, or package, shall not 
/exceed two ounces in weight. If there could be 
any doubt in regard to the terms embraced in this 
part of the section, that doubt is removed by the 
| clear distinction that is taken between this frank- 
ing privilege, during the sessions of Congress, and 
thirty days before and after, and the franking priv- 
ilege given for the residue of the year, which is 
confined to written letters from themselves. It is 
clear, therefore, that the act contemplated and de- 
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for thatsum. lam not for high salaries generally, || 
but this is one of those cases which require liberal || 
salaries. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. I do not know | 


clared, that during the sessions, members of this 
house and the other should have the right to frank 
any letter, any newspaper, any package written 


that | understand the purport of this amendment. 
Mr. WESTCOTT. 


| to the examiners of the Patent Office. 


thousand. The committee proposes to disagree 
with this amendment of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, I hope the Senate will 
disagree to the amendment. 


tific attainments. I think that the examiners should 
have a higher salary than the Commissioner, as 
they have the whole of the labor to perform. I 


hope that the Senate will disagree to the amend- | 


ment, 


Mr. TURNEY. Before the question is taken, 
I desire to say a single word. 
Mr. ATHERTON. As I perceive that the de- 


The bill originaliy pro- 
| posed to give twenty-five hundred dollars a year | 
The House | 
struck out twenty-five hundred and inserted two || 


A salary of twenty- | 
five hundred dollars is quite alow one. The duties 
are laborious, and they require men of high scien- | 


or printed, no matter whether it was composed of 
paper or muslin, no matter by whom directed, by 
whom signed, with no exception, but the single 
qualification, that the letter, newspaper, or pack- 
| age, should not exceed two ounces in weight. 


} 


Now, I apprehend there might have beén in the 
_ minds of Congress, reasons for making this dis- 
| crimination, and for the confining the franking prtv- 
| ilege, during the residue of the year, to written let- 

ters from themselves. Whatever might have been 

the reason, or whether there was any, the distinc- 
| tion isclearly made. Then, sir, at the last session, 
| we passed an act which was reported by my friend, 
| the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
_and Post Roads, cnsennee this provision, that 

members of Congress shall have power to receive, 
| as well as to send—for it will be observed that, 
‘| under the act of 1845, they had only the right to 
|| send their own letters in the intervening time be- 
‘| tween the sessions, that they shall have a right to 








uld 
tig 
vith 
Ons 
$cal 


s|. 


on, 
not 
be 
his 
the 
nk- 
ind 
1V- 
is 
t is 
de- 
his 
ink 
ten 
| of 


gle 
ck- 
ht. 
the 
lis- 
Ve 
let- 
een 


on, 
nd, 
ice 
hat 
ve, 
hat, 
, to 
be- 
t to 


receive, as well as to send, all letters and packages 
pot weighing over two ounces free of postage, up 
to the first Monday of December following the 
expiration of their term of office. Now, sir, as 
firas Lamable to perceive, it 1s not only prob- 
able—not only highly reasonable—but it 1s abso- 
intely certain that, as the law now stands, the 
franking privilege to members of Congress is sub- 
‘ect to but one restriction; that is, that the letter, 
newspaper, or package, shall not exceed two 
ounces in weight. Well, sir, we are all aware 
that, recently, by some regulations, a discrimina- 
tion has been made between packets put up in 
coarse envelopes, and which are not supposed to 
be letters, and those which are put up in fine en- 
yelopes, which are supposed to be letters; and in 
the jatter case, it is required that the address shall 
he in the same hand as the frank, or else the post- 
master is directed to disregard the frank and charge 
nostage. This I consider to be simply a gratuitous 
distinction, adopted without any appearance of 
reason or propriety. The bill, therefore, which I 
have the honor to submit to the Senate, is intend- 
ed, in the first place, to declare, so as to put it be- 
yond the possibility of doubt or cavil, what is the 
jaw on the subject, not to enlarge or alter the frank- 
ing privilege, but simply to declare it. I have 
brought the subject forward, sir, because I desire 


to have the judgment of the Senate upon it. I feel | 


that members of this body are as much entitled to 
trast and confidence as any man in the Executive 
departments. We are personally responsible to 
our constituents for the abuse of our privileges; 


and we should not permit ourselves to be respon- | 


sible to any Executive officer whatever. If the 
rule requiring the address to be in the same hand 
asthe frank applies to letters, why is it not ap- 
plied to documents also? the lawa making no 


difference between them. The construction will, | 


perhaps, affect me as little as it will any mem- 
her. Ihave always endeavored to avoid putting 
myself or my friends in the power of any such 
capricious construction of the law relating to the 
franking privilege. I have directed every letter 
and document I have sent, at whatever trouble and 
inconvenience to myself. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


FEES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 
Agreeably to notice, Mr. ASHLEY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to regulate the fees 
and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and attor- 
neys of the circuit and district courts of the United 


States, and for other purposes; which was read | 
the first and second times, by unanimous consent, 


and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the prior | 
orders were postponed, and the Senate resumed | 


the consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
of the bill from the House of Representatives fur- 
ther to supply the deficiencies in the appropriations 


for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1848, 


The question pending being upon agreeing to | 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Benton, to strike | 
out the words *‘the Papal States,’’ in line 84, and | 
alter ** Ecuador,” in line 86, insert ‘* and for a | 
minister plenipotentiary to the Papal States,” and | 


strike out ‘twenty-two,’ and insert ‘ thirty- 
one,” 


Mr. HALE. I desire to ask the chairman of || resident. 
the committee from which this bill was reported, | 
why this item is inserted among deficiencies of ap- | 


propriations for the past year? 

Mr. ATHERTON. The fiscal year has not 
yet expired, and the object is, | suppose, to send 
the chargé d’affaires, or minister, whichever he 
may be, before the conclusion of the year. 

Mr. HANNEGAN_ If [ understand the effect 
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ator from Missouri stated the other day that one | 
object in making this a full mission was, that it 
might ultimately absorb all the missions or chargé- 
ships to the Italian States. Now, we have a very 





of which | was a member. 1 concurred in the re- 
port, and I see no reason whatever to change it. 
It seems to me, sir, to be admitted on all hands, 
that there is nothing in the commercial relations 
considerable commerce with the Italian States, and — between the two countries to justify any mission 
in that commerce American shipping is principally | whatever; but, in my judgment, there is enough 
employed. In the dominions of Austria, a coun- | connection between the social and political rela- 
try which contains upwards of thirty millions of | tions of the countries, to authorize it. I have 
people, we have but a chargé d’affaires. We have | been willing, therefore, to establish this mission 
nothing but a chargé in Portugal, and the same in | of a chargé to the Papal States; but it does seem 
Belgium. We have considerable commerce with to me that there is serious objection to going 
these countries, and it is all in our favor. ‘The further. Austria is a country with thirty-eight 
temporal power of the Pope is very limited, and | millions of people, with whom we have extensive 
of course, as correctly stated by the Senator from | commercial relations, and we send to them only a 
North Carolina, it is only in the character of a |, chargé d’affaires. We have also extensive com- 
temporal prince that a diplomatic agent could be | mercial relations with some other of the Italian 
sent by us to the sovereign Pontiff. All history | States,with Portugal, with Sweden, with Denmark, 
proves that, until very recently, Austria has sus- || and to all these we only send a chargé d'affaires. 
tained the Pontiff in the temporal power which he || [| cannot perceive, sir, the necessity, therefore, of 
exercises, | going beyond that grade of ministers which we are 
In making this suggestion, I wish it to be under- | accustomed to send to these States. I am perfect- 
stood that | am incapable of being governed by | ly willing, sir, to mark by my vote the sympathy 
anything like religious or sectarian feelings. Sure- | that is felt by the people of this country, for the 
ly 1 entertain no prejudice against the Catholic — liberality of the opinions of Pope Pius the Ninth. 
religion; when, on the contrary, | regard it with | | am perfectly willing to go thus far, and in my 
the highest veneration, looking upon it as 1 do, as | opinion all that ought to be asked of us is, to place 
the casket which held, through many a long year, | these States upon the same footing with the great 
the gem of the Christian faith—holding, as | do, | empire of Austria, the second and most populous 


too, sir, in the highest possible reverence, the | of all the States of Europe. And honorable Sena- 
character of the present Pontiff, Pius the Ninth. tors will bear it in mind, that if we proceed to 


It has been said by the distinguished Senator from | make a full mission now to the Papal States, we 
_ Missouri, who made some very eloquent and ap- | may excite bad feelings among the other States, 
propriate remarks upon this subject the other day, | whose commercial relations with us are vastly 
that it would be becoming in us to send a full min- || more extensive, than those of the Papal States can 


| grand associations. | put this question, however, 
' upon principle, and there is another Power which 
haa, | think, stronger claims to a full embassy. 1 
allude to Switzerland, where now exists the only 


pure Democracy which is now to be found on the Mr. NILES. This is only one of the missions 
face of Europe. It would bea higher compliment | that are provided for in this bill; there are three 
| to our own people—to our own instituuons—to | others, making altogether four missions to be pro- 
| send an embassy to Switzerland. Ancient Rome, | vided for. As to the policy which has led to this 
and modern Rome, are essentially different. It is | measure, it certainly cannot be owing to the sur- 
| true that, as the Senator says, Rome still stands | plus of funds in our treasury. There are, however, 
‘| upon the banks of the Tiber; yet modern Rome || four missions to be created—one to Guatemala, one 
‘| does not occupy the site of that Rome of the elder | to the Republic of Bolivia, and one to Ecuador. 
\| ages of the world, which must ever possess the |, Two of these, I believe, have little or no commerce 
'| highest interest to the imagination and feelings. | with us; and whether the mission be political or 
|| The modern city occupies the opposite bank, and | commercial—whatconsiderations are to recommend 
|| is separated by the classic stream from the soil on | them to the favorable action of the Senate, I am 
| which the Coliseum and the Parthenon stood. All | not prepared to ~ If I believed that they were 
ey 


continue to send, chargés des affaires. I am, there- 
fore, opposed to the amendment, and shall support 
the bill as it was sent to us from the House, and 
as reported by the Committee on Finance. 


EB se ° | ‘ 
| ister to Rome, which was surrounded by such | be, and to which we now send, and shall probably 
\| 
i] 


is now a ** marble wilderness,’’ where ‘Tully once | commercial, that they were calculated in the least 
| * launched his moral thunders on the subject soul,” | degree to promote or extend our commerce, I should 
where the accursed steel of the assassin Brutus | be in favor of their establishment. But I believe 


|| struck at the heart of Cesar; and where every there is no people on the whole earth, as commer- 
|| heart glowed with the accents of the immortal | cial as we are, whose commercial interests are so 
‘| Cicero. But, sir, these are not considerations | little aided by the Government as those of the Uni- 
| which are now to weigh with us. | ted States. 1 believe it will be our true pclicy, and 
| [submit to the Senate, as a question of expe- | | have long thought 86, to furnish to the different 
| diency, what must be the effect upon Belgium, countries of this hemisphere commercial agents; 
|| Portugal, Austria, and the other Italian States, if | for I believe that our commercial interests have 
| we send a full embassy to Rome? For we all been shamefully neglected. Our trade has been 
| know, whatever may be the progress of liberal | declining from year to year, with many of those 

countries. One of the countries upon this hemis- 


|| principles in Italy at this moment, the most des- 
potic governments that ever existed have prevailed phere with which we have held diplomatic relations 
—lI mean the Republic of New Grenada—we have 


there tor the last five hundred years. 
Mr. MANGUM. Do [| understand the Sena- | so neglected; for although we have had a chargé 
d’affaires there for years, he has neglected his 


tor as offering an amendment? 


Mr. HANNEGAN. | propose to strike out duty. We have no treaty with that Government, 
what relates to the mission to the Papal States, | and those who have no treaty with them, have to 
and substitute a section providing for a minister pay twenty per cent. upon their whole trade, which 
| in our case amounted to about ten millions of dol- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s | lars; and the consequence has been the throwing 
object can be accomplished by the striking out || of all this into the hands of our rivals, the British. 
‘* plenipotentiary,” and inserting ‘* resident,’’ and || T'wo vessels from the port of New York carried on 
striking out ‘* thirty-one,” and inserting *‘twenty- a trade with that country for years, under the flag of 
| eight.” ; | Great Britain—a sort of smuggling trade. So en- 
| “Phe question being taken upon this amendment | tirely was this matter neglected, that our commerce 
to the amendment, it was disagreed to on a divis- || with that country ceased altogether. 
| 


| jon: Ayes 12, noes 19. | Now, I should like to know, if I could, how 





of this amendment, it is to change the nature of | _ ‘The question recurring on the amendment of the | these missions are to be carried out—how the law 


the mission to Rome from chargé d’affaires to min- 
ister plenipotentiary. I would suggest to those 
Who are in favor of this amendment, whether it 
would not be better policy, instead of making this 
embassy a full one, to substitute a minister resi- 
dent. We might, it seems to me, more properly 
send to Rome a minister resident, with a salary 
such as that which is paid to our resident minister 
at Constantinople and our minister in China. A 
minister resident has this advantage over a chargé 

affaires, that whilat the chargé cannot approach 
the sovereign, the minister resident can. The Sen- 


|| Senator from Missouri— is to be executed—whether men qualified and pre- 
| Mr. HANNEGAN demanded the yeas and | pared for the duties which they are required to 


| a ‘ || perform are to be sent there to make themselves 
| RESIDING OFFICER. They were ordered | useful to our commerce, or whether men will be 
|| at a former day. 


ite sent who neither know what their duties are nor 
Mr.CLAYLON. This bill came to us fromthe | care whether they are performed: mere’ politicians, 


House, proposing to send a chargé d’affaires to stump orators, who are to be rewarded with places 
|| the Papal States. The Committee on Finance, to || for political services. It would be throwing so 


‘| which the bill was referred, has reported the bill | much money away, and I should be disposed to 
|| as it came from the House, without amendments, || vo against the whole of these missions; but, be- 


\| thus recommending the establishment of this new | lieving that the interests of this country will fully 
| justify the attempt to send missions into these 


| mission. Such was the judgment of the committee | 
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countries, I shall vote for the bill, though, at the 
same time, not without very great doubt that it 
will be money thrown away. But in regard to 
the mission to the Papal States, | must say that I 
do not see any sufficient reason for sending an 
avent there above the second grade. It seems to 
me that it is going far enough to begin with; and 
if our interests there should hereafter render it 
necessary to have a diplomatic agent of a higher 
grade, such a mission can be provided for. Here- 
tofore it has not been deemed necessary to main- 
tain political relations at all with those States; and 
it seems to me that an agent of the second grade is 
high enough to begin with. I do not think that 
his Holiness the Pope has any great claim upon 
this country in any view. The country ts a small 
one, and there are larger, in which we have more 
important interests, and in which are nothing more 
than chareés des affaires. 1 shall vote for these 
missions of the second grade, and 1 shall do it 
with very great doubts that the money will be 
thrown away. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I was in hopes 
that my friend from Connecticut, after making a 
speech against this item of the bill, would have 
moved to strike it out; but T understand him to 
say that he will vote for it. Ido not know that I 
am prepared to say that the item ought to be 
stricken out. Lam prepared to say, however, that 
it demands some explanation at the hands of those 
who bring it before us. Whatis this bill? It is 
not one of the regular appropriation bills. Itisa 
bill for supplying the deficiencies of appropriations 
for the fiscal year. Four missions, then, were for- 
gotten in the general appropriation bills. Four 
missions were left unattended to by those who 
made the estimates for the year, and by us who 
looked into the subject. Now, sir, the title of this 
bill is probably a misnomer. This is a creation of 
four new missions at the places which are named 
in the item which is under consideration. And 
now we are not quite content, it appears, to have 
these chargéships filled; we are not satisfied to 
establish the second grade of missions, but there 
is now a motion before us to raise one of them to 
the rank of minister plenipotentiary. And for 
what purpose? A minister to the Papal States! 


To whatend? Why, I think it is sufficiently ob- 
vious, from what has been said, that it is a mere 


complimentary thing. It is well understood that 
there is no commerce, no trade or intercourse with 
those States, which demands, as a matter of busi- 
ness, any notice at all. Will you send out a mis- 
sion which is a mere complimentary mission? The 
objection L have to it is, in the first place, that a 
compliment of that nature is wholly unnecessary. 
It is not demanded by any circumstances which 
exist, and itis introducing a decidedly bad prece- 
dent. There is a constant effort made to raise the 
gradeOf our foreign ministers everywhere. I think 
it was only at the last session that we had laid upon 
our table a long argument, by somebody, in which 
the writer attempted to prove that the interests of 
this country were sacrificed in reducing the mission 
to Austria from a plenipotentiary to a chargé d’af- 
faires, and we were called upon to restore the mis- 
sion to its former rank. The arguments, however, 
failed to prevail, and our minister remained there 
in his new capacity, although, I believe, a threat 
had been thrown out that he would resign. 

Now, what I desire to know is, how any such 
emergency has sprung up at this time as to make 
it necessary to introduce here four new missions 
to foreign Governments. I desire to know, sir, 
whether there be anything new in the relations 
between us and the countries named—anything 
that has occurred since we were last together—to 
make it necessary to legislate in this special way 
upon this subject. I should be very thankful to 
the chairman of the committee for a little informa- 
tion upon several other points in this bill. I should 
be glad to know why it becomes necessary to le- 
gislate to such an extent, as this bill seems to im- 
ply, to supply deficiencies; in other words, how 
it happens that the estimates which were made to 
carry us through the year, when we were tovether 
at the last session, happened to prove so utterly 
inadequate for the objects for which they were in- 
tended? I should be glad to know how it hap- 
pened. I can remember very well that it was said 
on this floor, when those estimates were under 
discussion, that they were inadequate; that they 
would not carry the Government through the year, 
from the 30th June to the 30th June; but that you 
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would come here, and demand further appropria- 
tions, in order to meet the ordinary expenditures. 
I would be glad to know how it happens that the 
officers of the Government, whose duty it is to 
make the estimates, are always under such a great 
misapprehension in regard to the expenditures of 
particular departments of the Government. We 
have a deficiency, forexample, in one branch of the 
army expenditures of five millions of dollars, and 
in another of three or four millions. I would be 
glad to know how it happens that the estimates of 
a department, where the business is so well under- 
stood as in the Navy Department, can be so inac- 
curate as to fall short some eight or ten thousand 
dollars for the pay of the clerks in that department. 
I find in this bill, under the head of the army, in 
the Quartermaster’s department, an additional ap- 
propriation of five millions of dollars, to carry out 
the operations of that single department of the 
army. I find also in the department of clothing 
and subsistence three millions more are required to 
meet the expenditures of that department. 1 will 
not go into an examination of the various items of 


this bill; but [ should be glad to hear from the 


chairman of the committee some explanation; and 
I should be glad to hear him state the amount of 
money which is proposed to be appropriated by 
this bill as it came from the House; and also the 
amount which it is proposed to add by the amend- 
ments which are to be inserted here. 

Mr. ATHERTON. The amount appropriated 
by the bill as it came from the House, | believe, is 
a little over thirteen millions of dollars. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 make it over fourteen mil- 
lions. 


Mr. ATHERTON. 


ates for the current fiscal year $13,237,166 98. 
There has been an appropriation already passed at 
the present session, for the subsistence in kind of 
the regular army and the volunteers, of one mil- 


lion of dollars, which makes the sum for deficiency || 
in the whole over fourteen millions. As it regards || 


the reason why the additional appropriations are 
required, I can only say, that they arose probably 
from the military operations costing more in some 
instances than they were expected to cost, from a 
larger number of troops having been called out and 
from the military operations having been more ex- 
tensive than was anticipated when the original es- 
timates were sent in; but all the estimates which 
are contained in this bill, with the addition of a few 
slight amendments, were contained in the letter of 


the Secretary, which was sent to the Senate at the || 


commencement of the session, with the exception 
of the four millions which I have mentioned. 


Mr. HALE. I do not know that I should make | 


any remarks atall upon this amendment, as I in- 
tend to vote against the whole bill, on the ground 
that it contains appropriations for the prosecution 
of the war in Mexico. 


the rather singular fact, that our expenditures have 


become so enormous, that a few ‘‘ mistakes”’ in |! 
the calculations of the Treasury Department—a || 


few mere slips of the pen—involve a larger amount 
than the whole annual expenditure during the Ad- 
ministration of General Jackson. Then, I believe, 
the annual expenditure was about fourteen mil- 


lions, and here we have a bill for supplying mere | 


deficiencies which calls for nearly sixteen mil- 
lions! 

Mr. ATHERTON. If the gentleman will spare 
me one moment, I would beg to remind him, that 


in the House a clause was added to the bill appro- | 


priating $800,000 for the service of the next year, 
which has nothing to do with the supply of the 
deficiency in the current year. 

Mr. HALE. Why, that is a very small matter 
indeed, when our expenses are a hundred millions 
annually. It appears, however, making the de- 
duction which is now suggested, that, according 
to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
appropriations last year amounted to fifty-five mil- 
lions, and that he expended fifty-nine millions; so 
that, adding the amount involved in the present 
bill, the whole sum will be about seventy millions 
of dollars. Now, sir, during the last war with 
Great Britain, when we were fighting her on all 
our coasts, and our navy was gaining laurels on 
every sea on which we had commerce to be assail- 
ed and protected, our expenditure was only thirty- 
two millions. 


Mr. ATHERTON. The Senator is mistaken 


I believe it will be found || 
that the biil as it came from the House appropri- 


But I beg to call the atten- | 
tion of the chairman of the Finance Committee to || 


as to one fact. This deficiency of ten millions jg 

included in the estimate of expenditures of the cur. 
rent year; so that there are only four millions to 
be added, making the annual expenditure SIXty 
millions, 

Mr. HALE. 1 have the documents before me 
I see, by the report of the Secretary of the Treas. 
ury, that the appropriations of last year amounted 
to fifty-five millions; and here is an addition of 
fifteen millions more, not going into the estimates 
but to supply deficiencies. Am I not right? : 

Mr. ATHERTON. Does the Senator mean 
for the current fiscal year? 

Mr. HALE. The year ending 30th June. 

Mr. ATHERTON. In order to get at the 
amount of the expenditures for this year, the ap- 
propriations for the Post Office Department and 
the deficiencies of Jast year must be ekode: and 
I believe the Senator will find that the result is as 
I have stated, about sixty millions. 

Mr. HALE. I have not gone into the details 
of this matter, but I have calculated the amount as 
I read the document. 1 wish, however, to call the 
attention of the Senate and the country to the fact, 
that while it cost us about thirty millions a year 
to fight the most powerful nation on earth, along 
our whole coast, from Eastport to New Orleans, 
and whilst our navy was victoriously engaged on 
every ocean where there was American commerce 
to be protected, even in the harbors of South 
America, it now costs us seventy millions of dol- 
lars, or sixty millions, according to the explana- 
tion now given, to carry on this war with Mexico, 
and that the appropriations are increasing, as has 
been insisted on by the Senator from Connecticut, 
I merely mention this as a somewhat significent 
fact. By the by, I hope that when the Senator 
from Connecticut referred to the danger of appoint. 
ing “stump orators’’ and hack politicians to diplo- 
matic stations, he had no reference to any late 
|, nominations which have been made. 

But to come to the question before the Senate on 
the amendment. 1 confess that I have regarded 
the recommendation of the President, which has 
| been seconded by the committee, to send a mis- 
_ sion to the Papal States, with a great deal of inter- 
_estand pleasure. I regard it asa sign of progress 
|| —as in some sort the “ bringing forth of fruits 

meet for repentance’’—that an Administration, 
| which, for two years past, has been appealing to 
| the lust of war and rapine, and been stimulating 

all that is brutal in humanity, has so far changed 
_ its policy, and is about to appeal to popular pas- 
sion in amuch less exceptionable manner. I have 
no doubt of the truth of what the honorable Sen- 
‘| ator from North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] has said, 

that this is a mere pandering to the Roman Catho- 
_ lic voters of this country. I ask my friend if itis 
_ not much more reasonable, and rational, and Chris- 
|| tian, to pander. 

Mr. FOOTE. AmI tounderstand that the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina has preferred so grave a 
charge? 

Mr. HALE. So I understand him. 

Mr. FOOTE. Did he say “pander?” _ 

Mr. HALE. If he did not say so, I will say 
so. I have no doubt of it. 

_ Mr. FOOTE. Does the Senator understand the 
term which he has employed? . 
Mr. HALE. I have not got a dictionary at 
hand, and really make no pretensions to great lex- 
_icographical knowledge. 
| Mr. FOOTE. Did the Senator ever hear of 
Pandarus? 

Mr. HALE. Oh! [ will endeavor to meet the 
nice taste of the Senator. 1 will use another term. 
I will say that it is fishing for Roman Catholic 
votes; and I certainly think that this is quite an 

| improvement in the diplomacy of the last twenty- 
two months, so far as regards the neighboring Re- 
ublic of Mexico. But why should this minister 
sent? It is admitted on all hands that we have 
no commercial interests to be protected in the Papal 
States. It is designed merely as a compliment to 
the Pope. Well, if compliment be intended, why 
not extend it to San Marino, which, amid the 
| changing destinies of Italy, has maintained its re- 
| publican institutions for hundreds and hundreds of 
years? Why not first extend this compliment A 
that ancient republic, instead of to the Pope © 
Rome? And if there be any pretence that we have 
there commercial interests which require protec 
| tion, why not send a minister to Hayti, where there 
|| are still larger commercial interests to be protected, 
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having just and well-founded claims on this Gov- 
eroment, and where our citizens cannot get even a 
hearing, because we have no accredited agent? It 
ceeius to me, Sir, that there should be some uniform 
eystem adopted with regard to the appointment of 
our diplomatic agents abroad; and I certainly think 
that the emergency must be very pressing indeed, 
which requires the insertion of this proposition in 
a bill which I had supposed was, what it purports 
to be, a measure for supplying deficiencies in the 
appropriations. The deficiency is, It appears to 
me, large enough, without adding to it the expense 
involved in the establishing of this mission. 

Mr. FOOTE. I intend to trespass only a very 
few minutes on the time of the Senate, and 1 rise 
chiefly for the purpose of making some remarks 
in reference to the extraordinary charge brought 
avainst the Administration by the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat. Far be it from me to ac- 
cuse the Senator of anything like plagiarism; but 
[do feel authorized to suggest, that at least the 
laws of good taste were not duly considered, in 
introducing, from any source whatever, however 
distinguished, such a sentiment as that which so 
siznally deformed a portion of the speech which 
we have heard from him this morning. He has 
very loudly and fiercely preferred a serious charge 
against the Administration. After good naturedly | 
confessing that the explanation of his colleague in 
relation to fiscal deficiencies was so satisfactory, | 
that he was not able to show anything to the con- | 
trary successfully, in a fit of desperate earnestness, | 
he has undertaken to suggest—not orginally, but | 
by borrowing from the Senator from North Caro- 
lina—that this is an attempt on the part of the Ad- 
ministration to pander to Catholic feeling—using | 
aterm which, in all languages, is recognized as | 
coarse and vulgar. I did not hear the speech of || 
the Senator from North Carolina, and, until his | 
silence disappointed me, f had hoped that the igno- || 
bie attempt to excite sectarian feeling in opposition | 
to this bill, was original with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. But the significant and eloquent | 
silence of the Senator from North Carolina, evinces 
that he has been correctly reported, and that with 
him did originate this most extraordinary accusa- 
tion. The Administration, then, is charged with 
an attempt to **pander” to Catholic feeling. I | 
shall make no elaborate vindication of the Admin- 
istration against an allegation which I hold to be 
equally absurd and malignant. 

Mr. MANGUM. I do not know for what 
reason my colleague does not choose to explain. 
But I understand that he used no such expres- 
sion. 


only say that the colleague of the gentleman who | 
has just sat down, does himself great injustice 
when he suffers himself to be misquoted in his 
own presence. The Senator from New Hamp- || 
shire, then, stands convicted of gross misquota- 
tion; and if the Senator from New Hampshire, 
laboring under an erroneous impression, adopted 
the expression on the ground of authority, and not 
of its intrinsic merit, I trust he will speedily re- 
nounce it. I was about to say that, as one of the | 
humblest members of the Dempcratic party, I 
should disdain an elaborate and formal vindication 
of the Administration against the charge in ques- 
tion—which I have denounced already as alike || 
absurd and malignant, and incapable of any sup- 
port whatever from anything that can be called 
evidence. Pandering to Catholic feeling! I am 
not a member of any church. I have oniy had 
the honor of being born in a Christian country, 
and have always paid—as I trust I have feli—a 
decent respect to the religion of my forefathers, | 
and all those religious institutions which I have | 
ever undoubtingly believed to be conservative of | 
the great principles of civil and religious liberty, | 
aud affording the surest safeguard which to the 

mind of man has been ever reserved, for the per- | 
manence everywhere of all that is valuable to him | 
as a moral being. I have no partiality for any | 
particular church or creed. But, as an American— | 
as the citizen of a opuntry in which the various 
forms of belief are alike free, I should scorn my- 
self, if I permitted the existence in my bosom of | 
any such feelings as those attributed to the Ad- 
Ministration in the debate of this morning, Al- 
though not a member of a church, I can say, with 

my hand on my heart, that I have beheld with | 
tmouons of delight the advance of the Christian | 


| 
| 
| 


| bears rule. 
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success of Episcopalians, Catholics, Methodists, 


and all other religious denominations, | have sym- 
pathized with equal warmth. I have never expe- 
rienced the slightest apprehension in regard to the 
multiplication of the strength of any branch of the 
Christian church. Under our Constitution, we 
have nothing to fear from any such influences as 
those alluded to. 

Sut itis declared that this is an attempt to 
*‘pander’’ to Catholic feeling, in advance of the 
Presidential election. In the first place, I have to 
say, that from my knowledge of the clergy and 
people of the Catholic communion, they would 
scorn to be used for such a purpose; and I know 
enough of the Administration to assert that no such 
idea could ever have been conceived by them. 
Pandering to the Catholics of this country! The 
gentleman may be more familiar than I am with 


the business of corrupt bargaining for popular suf- # 


frages. It is, 1 trust,a process not common in 
this country. At any rate, I live in a part of the 
world where the thing is not practised, and where, 
if practised, it would be punished in the most sig- 
nal manner. I know that demagogism is to be 
met with in all sections of the country, and that 
this business of bargaining for votes is not alto- 
gether unknown in various places. I will not say 
that the history of the Senator, but that his expe- 
rience and means of observation in the part of the 
country where he resides, may have enabled him 
to obtain more information in regard to this mat- 
ter of corrupt bargaining for votes than I have 
enjoyed. But surely this groundless and illiberal 
suggestion, that the President of the United States 
and those with whom he advises are attempting 
by this movement to ** pander” to the Catholics, 


| is a charge not worthy even of the extended no- 


tice which I have given it. I advance to another 
topic, on which I will detain the Senate only a 
moment, 

I intend to vote for a full mission to Rome, and 
I have only one reason; but it is with me a potent 
one. Whatever others may say, I do not hesitate 
to avow, that I recognize the present Pope of 
Rome, the head of the Catholic Church as he is, as 
the man of the age—the head of the great reform 
movement of the European world—the man who 
has dared to borrow light from this country, and 
diffuse it throughout the dominion in which he 
His name is now identified with the 
cause of civil and religious liberty in the Old World; 
and although not one single dollar’s worth of com- 


| merce were carried on between this country and 
the Papal States, I would zealously advocate the 


| establishment of diplomatic relations with the sov- 
Mr. FOOTE. I am very glad to hear it. I can || 


ereign Pontiff. Using the language of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] | would, even 


| as a complimentary mark of our sympathy, send 


this mission to the Pope. As the champion of 
freedom, he is worthy of our highest regard—our 
sincerest reverence—our most devout affection. 


| It is suggested that perhaps Austria may be of- 


fended. Well, I do not desire to say anything to 
offend Austria; but I am sure I should be ashamed 
of this Government if, from fear of offending Aus- 
tria, it should be restrained from doing what is 
rightin this matter. It has, indeed, been said that 


the Pope of Rome is sustained by Austria. Why, | 
| can it 


I e forgotten that Austrian bayonets are at 
this moment opposing freedom in Italy? Do we 
not know that the cause of liberty has been con- 
tinually assailed, amid blood, and fire, and deso- 
lation, by the armies of Austria? And yet Aus- 
tria must be propitiated! I think, sir, from what 
we learn of recent movements in France, and the 


| convulsed state of Portugal, Spain, and the Aus- 


trian dominions in the neighborhood of the Rhine, 
that that Power has something else to do at pres- 
ent, besides watching, with vigilant jealousy, our 
actions towards Italy and other countries. I be- 
lieve, sir, that the present is eminently an auspi- 
cious moment in which to send an embassy to 


'Rome. Not that I would attempt anything in the 


spirit of propagandism. Far be it from me to in- 
terfere in the conduct of civil affairs in any part of 
ltaly. But, sir, the Pope is leading in the great 
regenerative movement which already threatens 
the speedy extinction of monarchical government 


|| throughout the civilized world; and does it become 
| us, in a spirit of heartless indifference, to decline 
| even a cold and formal recognition of the struggle 


for popular freedom? Whatever others may do, 


| Lam determined to do all I can, with such limited || 
Cause in all the countries of Christendom. In the || influence as I possess, to advance that cause in | 
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Europe, by extending to it my warmest sym- 
pathies. 

Ihave meant nothing unkind, and I trust have 
said nothing unkind; but I honestly believe that 
the sentiments of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire are worthy of the severest censure, and, hav- 
ing endeavored to express my strong disapprobation 
of them, I shall not longer trespass on the attention 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps I should make some ex- 
planation to the Senator from North Carolina, I 
certainly did not mean to misquote or eeeerpennene 
him. Iam sure he will not suppose that | could 
do sO. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. HALE. Now, one word as to what was 
said, which produced such a flood of eloquence from 
the gentleman from Mississippi. I certainly did 
not expect that that gentleman and myself would 
very cordially agree in certain political matters, 
Our positions on some subjects are wide apart, and, 
therefore, itdoes not seriously disturb my equanim- 
ity to find him quite antagonistic in reference to 
these questions. When the Senator came down 


| upon my political position, with all his Jupiter 
|Tonans thundering eloquence, I regarded it as a 


matter of course. But reaily, sir, when a gentle- 
man of his refined taste, eloquence of diction, purt- 
ty of style, chasteness of manner, and everything 
that contributes to the character of a perfect orator, 
is compelled, reluctantly compelled, Idoubt not, to 
pronounce my poor efforts vulgar, | do “ feel bad !”’ 

Mr. FOOTE. ILdid not pronounce the effort 
vulgar. 

Mr. HALE. It was the language then? 

Mr. FOOTE. No; it was the sentiment. And 
if the Senator will refer to the original, he will find 
that what I say is strictly true. ‘ Vulgar’’ is de- 
rived from the word * rulgus,’? which means the 
common-people; and the term simply implies that 
the sentiment is common among the masses, 

Mr. HALE. Ah! that is all? 

Mr. FOOTE. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Then I am very glad to find that 
my sentiments are becoming so popular! Now, 
I do not travel with the dictionary in my pocket, 
but one of the pages has brought me one of those 
big dictionaries which we had in the Senate the 
other day, when the Senator from Kentucky lost 
so much in not being present to hear. 

Mr. FOOTE. Ah! takecare! That may have 


been in secret session ! 


Mr. HALE. If so, it has now got out! Ido 
not know, however, but that if the public were here 
and listened to our poor debates, they would hardly 
think that the injunction had been taken off the 
dictionaries! But I have the dictionary before me, 
and [| find that this “ vulgar” word 

Mr. FOOTE. What dictionary is it? 

Mr. HALE. Compiled by one Sam Johnson! 
I find, sir, that this ‘* vulgar’? word was used in 
common by that vulgar fellow, Shakspeare, also 
by one Dryden, one Rowe, and a man who used 
to write doggerel, one John Milton. All of them 
used this ** vulgar” word ** pander!’’ Now, in its 
direct application to this very case, I said that I 
believed that this was an attempt on the part of the 
Administration to ‘* pander’’ to the Roman Cath- 
olic voters, or Roman Catholic prejudices, and I 
gave credit to the Senator from North Carolina 

Mr. FOOTE. The Senator has not read the au- 
thorities. Will he allow me to look at them for a 
moment? I do not undertake to deny that the word 








| is to be found in the dictionary, or that Shakspeare 


used it; but I meant to say that it was a word al- 
ways intended for purposes of scurrility—of vuigar 
meaning—and, like many other epithets in Shaks- 
peare, not appropriate on all occasions, and certainly 
not becoming in such a dignified body as this. 
Mr. HALE. I shall read the authorities. Here 
is one: 
**O, ye pandering rascals, there’s a conspiracy against me !” 
{ Laughter. } 
Mr. FOOTE. Very well. Would the Senator 
affirm that ‘ rascal’’ is parliamentary language ?”’ 
Mr. CAMERON. Would the Senator be so good 


as to read the authority again; some of us on this 


side did not hear it distinctly ? ' 

_Mr. HALE. Certainly—with great pleasure, 

sir: 

* O, ye pandering rascals, there’s a conspiracy against me !” 
Why, sir, if 1 had searched the dictionary from 

beginning to end, I could not have hit upon a word 

which more clearly expresses what I meant to 
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convey. This isan attempt, on the part of the 
Administration, to pander to the passions of the 
Roman Catholic voters. That is what I think. 
When the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
says he has great confidence in the Administra- 
tion 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to interrupt him fora moment? The most se- 
rious part of what I said was not so much a denial 
of his allegation as a solemn call upon him for 
evidence in support of the charge. 

Mr. HALE. I understand. 

Mr. FOOTE. Allow me further to state my 
proposition, 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. FOOTE, If a person were arraigned as a 
criminal, and no evidence of his guilt was produced, 
he would certainly go free of punishment; I there- 


fore invoke the Senator to adduce his proofs—I % 


challenge him to the proof, 

Mr. HALE. ‘The evidence is to be found in the 
absence of all proof to the contrary. This is a fair 
mode of argument, as the Senator must admit. 
When there is something palpable on the face of 


the case—if no other motive than that which strikes | 
the mind as being the palpable motive is made to | 


appear—then the inference is legitimate, in the ab- 
sence of all proof to the contrary, that that is really 
the motive. 


Mr. FOOTE. Suppose the Senator were charged | 


with a grave offence, of which he was altogether 
innocent—though appearances were against him— 
and if he failed to adduce proof of his innocence, 
would he then be justly found guilty? 

Mr. HALE. Nonconstat! The conclusion does 
not follow from the premises—not at all. But the 
Senator from Mississippi said that Pope Pius the 
Ninth was ** the man of theage.’?’ Why, [ thought 
James K. Polk was ** the man of the age!” I should 
like to know what right any Democrat, sound in 
the faith, has to pronounce Pope Pius ** the man of 
the age!’’ I did not propose, however, to go into 
this question of a mission to Rome. I rose only 
for the purpose of freeing myself from the charge 
of using a vulgarism. As modified, however, by 
the Senator from Mississippi, instead of a charge, 
itisa compliment. I feel flattered. He says that 
my sentiment is becoming very common amongst 
the people. Lagree with him. Ido believe the 
people regard this as an attempt, on the part of the 
Administration, to pander to Roman Catholic pre- 
judices. 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to correct him. I did not say that the senti- 
ment was common amongst the people, but that 


his language was of a common caste and charac- | 


ter. 

Mr. HALE. Well, lam a common man. 
not pretend to be anything else. And now, having 
exposed the attempt on the part of the Adminis- 
tration as wellas I can, I would appeal to Senators; 
and if there are any other ambitious men in the 
Senate besides myself, | would call on them to see 
to it, that the man who has prepared this measure 
doesn’t * bring all this grist into his hopper.’ If 
there be any other Presidential aspirant here besides 
myself, L think he had better look well to this 
business. Did the Senator from Michigan speak 
tome? (Laughter, in which the reply of Mr. Cass 
was lost to the reporter. ] 

Mr. HANNEGAN. When the Senator from 
Mississippi alluded to the fear of Austria, had he 
reference to any remarks made by me? 

Mr. FOOTE, L alluded entirely to the speech 
of the Senator from North Carolina, of which I 
had read littl more than the half. 

Mr. MANGUM. I have but a word to say on 
this bill. We have all been amused by this lexi- 
cographical discussion, which is entirely innocent. 
Sut L exceedingly regret that this measure should 
have been regarded in any other than a purely 
business point of view. I regard it, and I hope 1 
shall continue to regard it, strictly in that light. 
This Government recognizes no such thing as sec- 
tarian prejudices or sectarian feelings. 
accustomed to act altogether irrespective of all such 
considerations. But though I have my prejudices 
on this subject, and | hope, with due deference to 
the opinions of others, yet Lam utterly incapable, 
while sitting here, of acting with regard to any 
sectarian feelings whatsoever. I shall act in this 
case purely as a business transaction. Well, then, 
what is it in thatlight? This mission originated 


in one of two purposes—in either the political or |: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


the domestic concerns of any other people. 


Ido | 


We are. 


' 


the commercial aspect of the case, or in both. The 

whole subject of our diplomatic agencies have been | 
frequently spoken of, and some have concurred in | 
the opinion that the multiplication of so many mis- | 
sions in the States bordering on the Mediterranean 

has been bad policy. I have thought that it was a | 
very convenient mode of gratifying perhaps many of 
our political friends under all Administrations; and 

I know, that a few years ago, this matter was the | 
subject of conversation in a very intelligent circle, | 
and that a suggestion was then made which struck 
me as a wise one, to the effect, that if we could | 
annihilate several of the missions already estab- | 
lished, of very little political or commercial im- | 
portance, it might be important to send a full min- 
ister to some point in the Italian States, who might 
concentrate all our interests, commercial and polit- | 
ical, and give dignity and efficiency to our diplo- 
matic relations in that quarter of the world. [am 
willing to admit, that in that point of view, Rome | 
might be a suitable location for such a mission, as 
there is at that city a vast confluence from all parts 
of Europe; and in a political aspect it might be 
useful. Our commerce with the Papal States is 
not very great, but it is a matter worthy of con- 
sideration. 

As to the progress of liberal opinions, in Italy | 
or elsewhere, | am perfectly willing to sympathize 
in all efforts to meliorate the condition of the people; 
but here, in my place, I protest not only against all 
attempts to excite religious feeling or sectarian 
feeling, but also against the idea that it is the mis- 
sion of this Government to propagate our own 
views, or in any way to interfere with the internal 
affairs of any other people. Against religious | 
propagandism and political propagandism [ am | 
equally opposed. Whenever I behold shackles and 
fetters falling from the limbs of mankind, I rejoice, | 
and freely extend my sympathies, but sitting here, 
in this place, I trust, sir, that nothing shall divert 
my attention from the duties which belong to this 
station, and the interests to which I am solemnly 
bound to give exclusive attention. We are here 
to attend to our own affairs, not to meddle with 


I have had some difficulty in determining whe- 
ther, either in a political or commercial aspect, any 
mission was called for at Rome. At all events, [ 
have made up my mind to vote against the full 
mission. I would vote for a minister resident. 
We send a minister resident to Constantinople, the 
city of the Turk; and also to the Heathen in the 
Eastern seas and China. This we do totally irre- 
spective of religious differences, and almost purely 
from considerations of commercial policy, very 
little political interest being involved. I confess I 
do not regard with favor the multiplication of these 
diplomatic agencies, which does look something 
like making snug provision for political friends. 
Without imputing any such motives in the present 
case, | must say that I have seen evidences of a 
gradual tendency in this direction under all the Ad- 
ministrations. I am desirous of checking it; and 
I do not know that I could be brought to vote in 
favor of this measure at all, were it not in order to 
show that I cannot be affected by any sectarian in- 
fluences whatever. Of all the great principles which 
lie at the foundation of our free institutions, I be- 
iieve that there is none more conservative and | 
more essential to the security of those institutions, 
than the principle of universal toleration and equal- 
ity of all the churches, each being left to the volun- 
tary support of its own members. History has | 
taught us that whenever the church becomes con- | 
nected with the State—without any imputation | 
on the principle of religion itself—corruption and | 
abuse of power are the result. 

Again, I have always thought that the policy of | 
this Government in reference to some of the prin- | 
cipal European missions was unwise. I would | 
give them more imposing effect. The represent- | 
atives abroad of this great and wealthy and pow- 
erful people ought not to stand at the tail of the | 
whole diplomatic corps of Europe. I would give | 
them more consideration. The money would be | 

| 
| 
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wisely spent. It would be wise policy also to 
provide the material suitable to the place. But, 
perhaps, in a country like ours, where party must 
always have large influence, it can hardly be hoped | 
that such appointments will be always the most | 
judicious. I shall vote against the proposed amend- | 
ment, 

Mr. ALLEN. I have a very few words to say 
on the matter before the Senate. 


GLOBE. 


this mission, and for a minister of the hizh 
grade; because, if there be any reason for 
establishment of the mission at all, it appears t 

. ars to 
me that it should be of the first class. One or two 
objections have been urged against this mnensnse: 
and one has been, that it was intended to affect the 
ballot-boxes in the United States—a conclusion 
drawn from the fact, that the head of the Govern. 
ment, to which it is proposed to send this mission. | 
is a member of a particular church. That objec. 
tion thus resolves itself into this: that although the 
mission be sent to a Government, yet because the | 
head of that Government is the member of g 
church, therefore it should not be sent. Now 
when our Constitution required us to keep oy; 
hands off this sacred subject of religion, it simply 
prohibited two things: the establishment of a State 
religion, and the persecution of any particular re. 
ligious faith whatever. But because the head of 
the Government to which this mission is to be sent 
is the member of a church, it is argued that, there. 
fore, the minister ought not to Le sent. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope the Senator does not 
allude to any remarks of mine? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. This mission has noth. 
ing to do with the church. It is a mission to 
government, not toa priest. It is a mission tog 
government recognized as such—a terrestrial, nota 
celestial government—a government known by law 
to the nations, and sustaining relations as a govern- 
ment to other nations—a government in all essential 
features, independent of the peculiarity of an eccle. 
siastic at its head. I say, then, it does not become 
us, who have no jurisdiction of this sacred subject, 
to proscribe, or to attempt to proscribe, any branch 
of the church whatever, or any creed or denoni- 
nation of Christians. So far as this objection 
goes, I plead the Constitution in answer to it. We 
have no right to proscribe men or a government on 
account of their religious opinions. Well, then, 
that objection may be set aside. What is the 
other? That there is but little commerce with the 
Papal States. True, but this mission is recom- 
mended by the Executive upon other than com- 
mercial grounds. It is recommended upon high 
political grounds—reasons which will outweigh 
mere commercial considerations—reasons that will 
stand good so long as there is a tongue to utter the 
name of freedom in the world. The President 
presents, as the first of these reasons, that the 
peculiar political condition of the Papal States—a 
condition in which it was impossible for him as 
the head of a great government of freemen not to 
sympathize if he truly represented his country- 
men. The liberation of oppressed humanity has 
but commenced in Italy. A change has been pro- 
posed, the object of which is to free the oppressed, 
and diminish the number of the starving. When 
such a state of things as this is about to transpire 
in that part of the world most sacred to our classic 
recollections as well as to the Christian sympathies 
of our whole people of every denomination, does it 
become us to stand here and talk about the amount 
of commerce that floats upon the Tiber, before we 
expend a few thousand dollars for the establish- 
ment of this mission? ‘There is nothing new inall 
this. The idea did not originate with the Presi- 
dent. It is not for the first time heard in this broad 
land; nor is the policy proposed one which for the 
first time meets a response in the heart of this peo- 
ple. Many a year ago this government followed 
the example of all other governments in the world, 
and tendered its sympathies to a people who were 
struggling in the same cause. Why, sir, when- 
ever an unfortunate people have been endeavoring 
to free themselves from despotic authority, and the 
effort has been crushed by force of arms, every 
other despot in Europe has sent his minister with 
congratulations to the successful tyrant. When, 
on the other hand, the people triumph—when, 4s 
recently in Paris, the people bear upon their shoul- 
ders the shattered fragment of a throne, and con- 
sume it with fire, and the model of our own Constl- 
tution is selected, does it become us to stand here 
and add up the difference between $4,500 and 
$9,000, in order to determine Whether we will stand 
by and see brother despot congratulate brother des- 
pot for his triumphs over the liberties of the people, 
whilst we dare not offer our congratulations to the 
people when they triumph over their despotic 
rulers? No, sir, our Government has acted in 
this matter before this day. A famous resolution 


est 
the 


| was long since moved, in obedience to Mr. Mon- 
I shall vote for | 


roe’s recommendation, in the House of Represent 
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